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But for the object which Phave in view, and for 
the purposes of the argument which | am about 
«o make, I will concede that this property is worth 


4500 Ul 0. 


sity of St. Louis, and that proposition is opposed 


on the ground that it does not provide for the Gov- | 
ernment obtaining a fair equivalent value for that | 


property. | concede that we are not receiving the 
fi] worth of it. Bat, I ask, what are we doing 
here day by day in respect to the disposition ot 


the public property? Are we not squandering it | 


in immense quantities, as compared with this prop- 


osition of the public property at St. Louis? There | 


are now in the city of St. Louis, as | understand, 


one hundred thousand inlrabitants, and it requires | 


no great stretch of the imagination to believe that, 
within half a century from this time, there will be 
from five hundred thousand to one ‘million of in- 
habitants in that city, surrounding this property. 


Now, sir, the argument I make is this: that while | 


we are giving away public lands to foreigners, 
who are now here or are yet toarrive in this coun- 


try; while weare throwing money away to build | 


eustom-houses, costing twice as much as we can 


collect in them; while we are giving away swamp | 


lands to the States in which they are located; 
while we sée, in the other end of the Capitol,a 
proposition to sell the public lands at twenty-five 


cents an acre, which everybody knows to be | 


worth $1 25, or more; while we are doing allthis, 


{ do not see why the one hundred thousand in- | 
habitants of St. Louis may not be entitled to have | 
property which they wish to possess at half price. 
Why should they not have it at half price, as well | 
as people traveling through the unsettled portions | 
lere are one hundred thousand | 


of the country ? 
inhabitants in St. Louis, and prospectively, and 


not long hence, five hundred thousand; and I do | 


not see why we should not treat with them, in the 
disposal of public lands, as liberally as we treat 
with ajl other persons for the public property of 
the United States, or, atleast, for the landed estate 
of the Government. 

Now, we have been referred to the arsenals 
which have been sold in other portions of the 
country. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, sir. 


Mr. BRIDGES. The question I put to him is 
this, whether he is willing to have the public prop- 
erty of the United States sold at half price? 

Mr. PERKINS. 
day. 

Mr. BRIDGES. That is not the question. I 
want to know whether the gentleman from New 


half price? 


Mr. PERKINS. 1 will answer that question 
directly. In this particular case ybu have got a 
Statement from one of the ‘public officers as to its 
value, and you propose to sell this arsenal property 
at half its value, if you choose, to the one hun- 
dre thousand inhabitants of St. Louis, situated as 
they are, with the object of promoting their health 

nd comfort. Now, I say this is a glorious and 
creditable gift compared with those which you are 
making every day. And I should support the 
preposition of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 

ENTON,] even though I knew that the property 
was worth $500,000. Now, is the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Brivces] answered? I repeat, 
sr, you are daily giving away the public lands to 
ote companies and others. You are giving 
them away toa vastly less number of people than 
are to be accommodated by this particular favor, 
either at present or prospectively. 

Mr. McMULLIN. ill it be in order for me 
now further to modify my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, fe will. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Then I will modify it so 
#8 to make the amount $500,000. 
he question being on Mr. McMuxuin’s amend- 
ment, tellers were called for, and ordered; and 
essrs. Kear and Wueexer appointed. 
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Now, here is a proposition to sell a | 
property worth either $250,000 or $500,000 to the | 


We are giving it away every | 


York is willing to have the public property sold at | 


FRIDAY, JULY 21, 1854. 


i The question was taken; and the tellers feported 
|| —ayes 67, noes 72. 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. PRESTON. I move the following as a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bewron:] 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,-au 
thorized and empowered to cause to be sold to the highest 
bidder, for ready money, in a body, on a notice of thirty days 
in the St. Louis newspapers, the tract of land, 3 767-100 
acres, on which the St. Louis arsenal now stands, together 
with the fixtures and permanent improvements thereon, 
and deposit the money received for the same in the United 
| States Treasury; and the said money so paid in shall be, 

and the same hereby is, appropriated to the purpo-e of build 

ing another arsenal on the barracks tract: Prowided, That 
the possession of said tract shall not be given to the pur- 
chaser thereof until after the new arsenal shall be built, and 
the arms, munitions, and tools now in the said St. Louis 
arsenal removed thereto, tor which purpose a period of two 
years is allowed from the passage of this act: 4nd pro 
vided further, That no sale shall be made for any sum less 
than the original cost of the land, building, and the perma 
nent improvements thereon, which shail be stated by the 
Secretary of War, and published at the sale. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman that he modify his amend- 
ment so as to appropriate for the new arsenal so 
much of the money received from the sale of the 
old one as may be necessary. 

Mr. PRESTON. I have no objection to that 
modifieation, but I desire first to address the com- 
mittee upon the subject of the amendment. The 
reason why the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri did not meet with favor from the House 
yesterday, was because there was no evidence be- 
fore the House as to the value of the grounds and 
improvements to be sold. 

Now, sir, the Secretary of War, and everybody 
who knows anything about the locality of the 
present site of the arsenal, knows that it ought 
not to remain where it is. It is difficult to impose 
the proper discipline upon the soldiers there. It 
would be much better to have it removed to the 
Jefferson barracks tract, which is ten miles below 
the city, and five or six below the present arsenal. 

Mr. BENTON. ‘Ten miles below. 


Now, sir, this amendment proposes that the 
grounds and permanent improvements shall be put 
| up at auction and soldto the highest bidder, which 
|, 1 think is a fair way to dispose of it. The amend- 
ment also provides that the grounds shall not go 
into the possession of the purchaser until the 
arms, munitions, tools, &c., shall have been 
| removed to the new arsenal, and reserves two 
years in which to build the new arsenal. Then it 
| provides further, that the sale shail not be fora 
sum less than the cost of the grounds, and per- 
manent improvements to be ascertained by the 
Secretary of War. 

The Secretary of War is as anxious to remove 
the arsenal as the gentleman who represents St. 
Louis is to obtain a public park. Now, sir, 1 am 
willing to go just this far and no further: to sell 
thesé grounds to the city of St. Louis for the same 
price that they are worth to anybody else, and 

| that the sale shall be in solido—in a body; and 
| that is just what the amendment provides. 

This proposition, it seems to me, is much better 
than that proposed by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, to appoint a commission to ascertain the 
value of the lands; for commissionsare very likely 
| to give a favorable construction to the purchasing 
| parties. 
| down at the time of the sale. 
| vendue, which requires the money to be paid 
| down at the timeof the sale. There is then per- 
| fees guarantee against any difficulty. Adopting 

the suggestion of the gentleman from Louisiana, 
| propose that the result of the sale shall go to 

| the removal of the only arsenal which we have 
west of the Mississippi river to the Jefferson bar- 
| racks tract, where there are now extensive build- 





ings belonging to the Government. 


Mr. PERKINS. ,My suggestion was not that | 


the whole amount realized shall be appropriated 
to the building of another arsenal, but so much 
thereof as shall be necessary. 
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Mr. PRESTON. Very well, ten miles below. | 


It also requires the money to be paid | 
I prefer the public | 
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Mr. PRESTON. So I understand, though I 
know enough of the wants of the West in this 
respect, to know that all to be realized from this 
sale will not be more than enough to construct a 
proper arsenal at that place. 

Another misapprehension exists as to the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. Colonel Craig, of the Ord- 
nance Corps, states the land to be worth $200,000, 
and the property now upon it $193,000, in all 
$393,000. In consequence of the growth of the 
city the arsenal is not now in a proper position, 
The money to result from the sale will go to the 
building of a better arsenal at a more proper place; 
and at the same time the city of St. oe will be 
accommodated. It is not usual in auction salesto 
put limits as to priee; but, inasmuch as we are 
aboutto do this at the invitation of St. Louis, I 
have put in the proviso that the auctioneer shall 
not let the property ge until he receivesa bid equal 
in amount to the precise cost of the ground and 
buildings as estimated by the Secretary of War. 
Unless the bidders go beyond that there is no sale 
at all. 

The provision I regard to-be right. It fixes a 
minimum by which the Government cannot pos- 
sibly lose, while, at the same time, it carries out 
the wishes of the Department for the removal of 
the arsenal from its present location. It allows 
two years in which to remove the armory, and 
accommodate the city of St. Louis by converting 
those arsenal lands, no longer proper for the pur- 
pose for which they are now used, into a public 
park, provided she is willing to bid as much for 
them as anybody else at public outery. I think 
the amendment is a just and proper one, and offer 
it in lieu of the one which was submitted by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I do notthink that the amend- 
ment meets the objections which have been urged 
against that of the gentleman from Missouri. The 
objection to that was, that by it he proposed to 
give this public property, worth from $500,000 to 
$1,000,000, to the city of St. Louis for $250,000. 
The gentleman proposes to amend so that the prop- 
erty shall be put up at public vendue. If it were 
proposed to be put up at public auction in small 
tracts it might be sold; but what individuals will 
be able to go there and bid for it when itis worth 
$500,000 or $1,000,000. The amendment does not 
| answer the objections made to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. PRESTON. The Colonel of Ordnance 
uses this language in regard to the value of the 
property: 

“The site selected, and on which the arsenal now 
stands, contains 37 64-100 acres, and is estimated to be now 
worth at least $200,000, exclusive of the inclosing walis 
interior fences, drains, culverts, aud roads, which are valued 
at $30,000. The buildings which are constructed in the 
most perinanent manner, are valued at $163,010. The arms 
and munitions of war of all kinds, together with the ma- 
chinery, and tools in store and in use, are valued at 
$1,275,773. The proposed cession to the city of St. Louis, 
for the purpose stated in the resolution, will require the 
abandonment of the land, with its permanent and fixed im- 
provements, and of the buildings, the value of which 
amounts to $393,010, and the removal of the rest of the pub 
lic property.”? 

Mr. CRAIGE. I was coming to that point. 
The committee has been misled, not only by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, but by remarks made 

| yesterday in regard to this matter. The Colonel 
of Ordnance does not say that it is not worth more 
than $200,000. He says that it is at least worth 
$200,000, and the improvements $193,000. He 
does not say that the property may not be worth 
$500,000 or $1,000,000. Although worth more 
than $1,000,000, he might say that it was worth 
at least $200,000. 

The property itself is worth, they say, at least 
$200,000. They do not say it is worth more than 
that—g500,000 or $1,0)0,000.. [ have no doubt, 
from the information I have received upon {he 
subject, that the property, consisting, as it does, 
of thirty-seven acres of land, and surrounded by 
buildings, is worth at least $1,000,000. 

The question being on Mr. Preston's amend- 
ment, 
| Mr. PRESTON demanded tellers; which were 
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ordered; and Messrs. Stvart, of Michigan, and 


Princie, were appointed. 

The question was taken; an 
—ayes 92, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: to strike out the words ‘ina 
body.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendmentis not in 
order. The gentleman cannot strike out what has 
been already incorporated into the bill as an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH. I will say to the Chair that—— 

{Loud cries of ‘* Order!’’ ** Order!’’} 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question pend- 
ing. 

‘Mr. FAULKNER. I rise to a question of 
order. I desire to know from the Chair whether 
we are to regard the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Preston} as having been 
adopted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been adopted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I suppose the bill is 
open for additional amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, air. 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to have the ruling of the 
Chair understood by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


d the tellers reported 


The Chair has decided | 


that it ia notin order to move to strike out what | 


the committee has inserted inthe bill. For if you 
could strike out one word, you might also move 
to strike out the whole section. ‘Therefore it is 
clearly out of order to make such a motion. 

Mr. CRAIGE. lLrise toa point of order. I 
do not understand that the amendmentof the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] has been 
adopted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question has not been 
taken on the amendment, as amended. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Well, if not adopted, it is in 
order to move to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on 
the arnendment, as amended. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Benton’s 
amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desireto movean amend- | 
ment to that amendment. 

Several Memsers. Theamendment has been 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the | 
gentleman from Virginia is not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to move to | 
add a proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to move to 
add a new section to the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 1 now move toamend the 
bill by inserting an independent section, succeed- | 
ing that already acted upon. 

r. McMULLIN. The gentleman will ex- 
cuse me fora moment. I want to ascertain the | 
facts in this matter. Do TI understand the Chair | 
as having decided that the amendment of the | 
gentleman from Missouri, as amended, has been 
adopted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been adopted. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, | desire to cor- | 
rect the Chair in the matter. 

Cries of **Order!”’ *Order.”’} 

was on the floor before the decision of the 
question was announced, and addressed the Chair | 

ith a view to offer an amendment to the amend- | 
ment. 

Cries of ‘You were too late!’’] 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was notin | 
order. 

Mr. WALSH. I rise to a question of order. | 
Is there not an amendment already before the 
committee, offered by the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia, (Mr. Pavcxner ?} 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- | 


inia was about to move such an amendment. 


Mr. WALSH. Then that is the question, I | 


believe, before the committee. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I beg 
from the decision of the Chair. 
Several Memuers. It is too late. 
TheCHAIRMAN. In what particular matter 
does the gentleman appeal ? 
Mr. McMULLIN. I will submit the question 
to the Chair. There are a dozen gentlemen | 
around me who are prepared to etate the fact to 


the Chair before the vote on the amendment of the | 
gentleman from Missouri was announced. 


to take an appeal 


a 


| merit. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


’ 


Cries of ‘* Order!’’ ** Order !”’ 

ir. McMULLIN. Did I understand the Chair 
to say that | was not upon the floor, and that I 
was out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not recog- 
nize the gentleman from Virginia until after the 
question had been put to the committee, and the | 
commiftee had decided it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I say that I was upon the 
floor before the question was put. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair did not 
recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. FAULKNER offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the bill: 


i 


uw 
y 


“ind he it further enacted, That the monthly pay proper 
of the several grades of the Army, hereimatter enumerated, 
shall be at the following rates: a major general, $265; a 
brigadier general, $165; a colonel, ; a lieutenant 
colonel, 31155 a major, #95; a captain of cavalry, $85; a 
captain of artillery and infantry, S75; a fir-t lieutenant of 
eavairy, 965; a first Jientenant of artillery and infantry, 
57; a second lieutenant of eavairy, $55; a second lieu 
tevnant of arullery and infaniry, 8475 a cadet, 33; a ser 
geanm major, quartermaster-sergrant, principal musician, 
chief bugier, principal farrier, and orduauce-sergeant, 223; 
to each first sergeant of a company of dragoons, mounted 
riflemen, artillery, and infantry, $21 ; to all other sergeants 
of those arms, 818; to a corporal of dragoons and mounted 
riflemen, 3143; 10 a corporal of artillery and infantry, 
to a farrier, blacksmith, saddler, and artificer of dragoons, 
mounted riflemen, and artillery, $15; to a bugler of dra- 
goons and mounted nilemen, $12 ; to a musician of artillery 
and infantry, S115 toa private of dragoons and mounted 
riflemen, Sil; and to a private of aruilery and infantry, 
S10: Provided, That the existing allowar shall be con 
fined to officers when on duty, or who shall have left their 
posts by reason of wounds received in the line of their duty, 
and that officers absent from duty under any other circum 
stances shall only be entiled to the pay proper of their re 
spect e grades. 

Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That the surgeon 
general and paymaster general of the Army shall be allowed 
the pay and emoluments of a colonel. 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That every soldier, 
who, having been honorably discharged trom the service ot 
the United States, shall, within one menth thereafter, re 
eulist, shall be entitied to two dollars per month in addition 
to the ordinary pay of lis grade, for the first period of five 
years after the expiration of his previous enlistment, and a 
further sum of one dollar per month for each successive 
period of five years, so long as he shall remain continuously 
in the Army ; and that soldiers now inthe Army, who have 
served one or more enlistents, and been bonorably dis 
charged, shall be entitled to the benefits herein provided for 
a second enlistment. 

Sec. 4. And te it further enacted, That soldiers who 
served in the war with Mexico, and received a certificate 
of merit for distinguished services, as well those now in the 
Army as those tat may hereafter enlist, shall receive the 
two dollars per month to which that certificate would have 
entitled them had they remained continuously in the service. 

Sec.5. And be it further enacted, That non-commis 
sioned officers, who, under the authority of the seventeenth 
section of the act approved March, 3, 1847, were recoin- 
mended for promotion by brevet to the lowest grade of 


SAS 


S13; 


es 


commissioned officer, but did not receive the benefit of || 


that provision, shall be entitled, under the condition recited 
in the foregoing section, to the additional pay authorized 
to be given to such privates as received certificates of 


Sec. 6. 9nd be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized, by 
and with-the advice and consent of the Senate, to confer 
the brevet of second lieutenant upon sach meritorious non- 


commissioned otficers as may, under regulations to be es- || 


tablished, be brought before an ariny board, composed of 
four officers of rank, specially convened for the purpose, 
and be found qualified tor the duties of commissioned offi 
cers; and to attach thein to regiments as supernumerary | 
officers, according to the provisions of the fourth section of 
the act approved April 29, 1812, entitled “* An act making 
further provision for the Corps of Engineers.” 

Sec. 7. And beit further enacted, ‘That the allowance 
to soldiers employed at work on fortifications, in surveys, 
in cutting roads, and other constant labor, of not les$ than 


ten days, authorized by the act approved March 2, 1819, || 
entitled ** An act to regulate the pay ofthe Army when ein- | 


>t 


ployed on. fatigue duty,’’ be increased to twenty-five cents 
per day, for men employed as laborers and teamsters, and 
forty cents per day when employed as mechanics, at all 
stations east of the Rocky Mountains, and to thirty-five 


cents and fifty cents per day, respectively, when the men | 


are employed at stations west of those mountains. 

Sec. 8. 4nd be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of the first section of the act granting pensions to widows 
and orphans of persons dying in the naval service, approved 


August 1), 1848, be extended to the widows and orphans of | 


officers, non commissioned officers, musicians, and sol 


diers of the Army of the United States, including volunteers | 


and militia, mustered into the serviceof the United States. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


of order. I understand that amendment is a reg- 


ular bill, reported by a committee other than the | 


/ one which reported the bill before this committee. 


| priation? 
| Mr. PECKHAM, Before this matter is dis- 


I ask whether that bill contains an appropriation, 
or whether it is not to regulate the Army? 
Mr. FAULKNER. It is to regulate military 


| allowances, and clearly in order. 


the Chair that I was on the floor and addressed i! 


Mr. SMITH. But does it contain an appro- 
I ask that the 8ist rule may be read. 


I rise to a question | 


———- __Suly 20, 


| posed of, I desire to offeran. ae 
Lease antendment to the by 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
must be first disoosed of. 

Mr. PECKHAM. But this is o 
additional section to the bill, I pro 
an amendment to the bill itself, w 
derstand it, will take precedence « 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks 
question of order must be first disposed of. 
Slst rule will be read. 

The rule was read, as follows: 


question of Order 


ffered QS an 
pose to of 

hich, as | o 
of the amend. 


the 
The 


“81. No appropriation shall be reported in such zen 
appropriation bills, or be in order as an amendment therey 
tor any expenditure not previously authorized by law—~gy, 
less in continuation of appropriations for such public Work 
and objects as are already in progress, and for the Contin. 
gencies for carrying on the several departments OF the 
Government.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to call the attention 
of the Chair to the question before the commities 
The point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Virginia, as | understand it, is upon the groung 
that the amendment is not germane to the bili 
this being an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. The question of orig 
is not dedatable. . 

| Mr. HOUSTON. I am not debating it. {gy 
merely stating the ground upon wh ich the amen. 
mentis notin order. The second ground 18, that 
there is no law for the proceedings proposed by 
the gentleman from Virginia. And, in the thie 
place, because the amendment proposes to regulay 
a certain class of pensions, which it certainly ig 
not in order to do as an amendment to an appro- 

| priation bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call the gentleman frog « 
Alabama to order. The question is not debatable 

Mr. FAULKNER. Dol understand the Chai 
| to decide the amendment to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides it 
| be in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
| Chair has reasons for his decision. 

state them to the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
| decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. I rise to a ques 
| tion of privilege. Before the question is taken 
_upon the appeal, I move that the argument of the 
| gentleman from Alabama be stricken out. [Laugh- 


| ter. 
r. SEWARD. [ask that the question may 
be stated by the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia isin order. From this decision the gen- 


I suppose the 
1 hope he will 


I appeal from the 


‘| tleman from Virginia [Mr. Smita) takes an ap- 
‘| peal; and the question now is, ‘* Shall the decistn 
|| of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 


| mittee ?”’ 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. 
| lers upon that question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harais, of 
Alabama, and Pennineton, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the decision of 
the Chair was overruled, the tellers having report 
ed—ayes 56, noes 65. 

Mr. PECKHAM. | offer the following ament- 

| ment: 
And be it further enacted, That of the $240,000 hereby 
| appropriated for the manufacture of arms at the natioatl 
arinories, Only $40,000 be expended until otherwise 
dered by the Secretary of War. ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have passed the par 
graph to which this amendment hes reference, and 
| there is nothing to which it can attach properly 

and therefore it is out of order. } 

Mr. PECKHAM. This is a regulations” 
the time the appropriation should be made, 
therefore it is not inconsistent at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have already 
upon the paragraph to ahich it relates, and tht 
amendment is not in order. nf 

Mr. PECKHAM. | appeal from the decisiot 
| of the Chair. It is precisely like the case of ye 
|| terday, which was simply to reduce the amout!. 
| The question was taken on the appeal; and 
| decision of the Chair was sustained. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. I offer the following amen 
|| ment: 


| And further, to pay euch amount of arre: 
' be found to exist by an increase of the per diew, 


I demand tel 
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sual compensation, or for work by the pirce, orhow- || decision of the Chair was overruled by the com- 
ag may have been or is executed, of all persons em- mittee. 


> : Noes Dbl ' 
he arsenals of the United States at Philadelphia ; , : os 
the twenty five per-cent. upon the amount here- ||. Mr. TAYLOR. 1 appeal from the decision of 
and elsewhere, the Chair. 


hore paid whem—commencing with the fiseal year July 
wits; and such increase of twenty five per cent. com Mr. PECKHAM. On what grounds does the 
pensal! mis hereby oes = nor egy sayin Chair rule that amendment out of order? 
eewing- women, laborers, supe s,ande Sy Tv ; > y . = 
sew Ew ated out of any money in the Treasury not || . The CHAIRMAN. Because the substance of 
Hee appropriated. it was contained in the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, which the committee decided 
out of order. 
~ : ' , 
Mir. LETCHER. I rise toa question of order, || |, Mr. LANE. Allow me to makean inquiry of 
that the amendment is not germane to the bill. GOS HAEAD. WAS RAS TAMER ERS POCEs. OF .Cenee, 


w RY : || | want to make an explanation 
FLORENCE. Why is it not germane to | snes iene . 
a bill? Of course it is out of order, ahd simply Mr. FAULKNER. Will the gentleman from 


cts : Oregon permit me—— 
++ awards justice to a meritorious and in- son | a ee 5 ; 
because tt 8 , a. Mr. LETCHER. I object to this—we willall 
dustrious class of citizens. 


cert al ba tor. | De Wanting to make explanations, 
Mr. LETCHER. I raise the question of order; nee Sr aT ao 
and if the gentleman is disposed, let him take an Mr. FAULKNER. lLask the gentleman from 


| from the decision of the Chair, if he de- | Oregon to withhold his amendment, and I wil 
ed  eabuidatell out of order 7 | submit one for the same purpose in different terms. | 
cides the i re. : . Th y isha a 
Tie CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the Mr. LANE. Weill, 1 withdraw my amend- | 


ment. 
t out of order. Does the gentleman ha Ns : 
amendmen : > Mr. FAULKNER. I offer the amendment in 


this form: 


ever 
yioged in t 


men 
and 
otherwise app 


Mr. STUART, of Michigan. Nobody can un- 


derstand it. 


appeal ? ? , 
Mr. FLORENCE. Oh, no, sir, I am not dis- 


sed to be obstreperous. I have had some ex- | “ind be it further enacted, That the suin of $884,220 be 
josed “ appropriated for the support of the Army, as follows: A 


perience In appealing from decisions of the Chair. urijor general, $265; a brigadier general, $165; a colonel, 
If my amendment involved the expenditure of $135; a l.eutenant colonel, S115; a major, $95; a captain 
500,000, | would probably succeed in overruling |, of cavalry, $85; a captain of artillery and intantry, 375; a 
oh Chair; as it is il let it go hoping at some first lieutenant of cavairy, $65; a first Lieutenant ot arullery 
the Unalt, is di I shi o ti and infantry, $57; a second heutenant of cavalry, $55; a 
future time to succeed In accomplishing (he pur- | second lieutenant of artillery and infan ry, $47; a cadet, 
ose | had in view in offering it. There are hun- || 933; a sergeant major, quartermaster-sergeant, principal 
dreds of persons in the einploy of the Govern- | musician, chief bugler, principal farrier, and ordnance ser 

tin all branches of the public service: rev- geant, $23; to each first sergeant of a company of dragoons, 
ment , mounted riflemen, artillery, and infantry, 21; to all other 
enue, post office, and for supplies to the Army and sergeants of those aris, $18; to a corporal of dragoons and 
Navy round and about Philadelphia, who ought mounted riflemen, 314; (0 a corporal of artillery and infan 
to have the compensation now paid them largely try, $13; to a farrier, blacksmith, saddler, and artificer of 
increased. But the present, it seems, is not the 


dragoons, mounted riflemen, and arttilery, 315; to a bugler 
. , of dragoons and mounted riflemen, 12; to a musiciag of 
me. Never mind. I trust, ay, confidently hope, ; 


artillery and infantry, $11; to a private of dragoons and 
mounted riflemen, $11; and to a private of artillery and 
infantry, $10; Provided, That the existing allowances shall 
be confined to officers when on duty, or who shall have 
left their posts by reason of wounds received in the line of 
their duty, and that officers absent trom duty under any 
other circumstances shall only be entitled to the pay proper 
of their respective grades. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I raise a question 
of order upon thatamendment. We have passed 
over that part of the bill which makes the appro- 

riation, and it is not in order now to direct how 


h d » ie weet der to the bill. Th it shall be disposed of. The amendmentis alsoa 
Se oe eee ee '€ || bill for the reorganization of the Army, and it is 


ae proposes to increase the pay of the not in order to offer such an amendment to this 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair cannot decide 
hether or not the amendment of the gentleman 
rom Oregon is in order until it be read. The 
lerk will report the amendment proposed. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 


“ There is a better day coming, 
Only wait a little ijonger;”’ 
Ido not appeal from your decision, Mr. Chair- | 
man. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I propose to amend 
he bill by offering as an additional section, the 
first section of Senate bill No. 119, to increase 
he pay of the officers, non-commissioned officers, 

id rank and file of the Army. 

Mr. SKELTON, [I rise to a question of order. | 


i. 
Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman is not in order, 
in debating the question of order. 

Mr. JONES. I am only stating the question 
of order, and not debating it. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Well, we want to state ques- 
tions of order too. 

Mr. JONES. I say the amendment is out of 
order, because it provides for a reorganization of 
the Army. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I want the gentleman from 
Tennessee to look at the amendment, and see 
whether it is not an appropriation, and, as such, 
strictly in order, according to the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. JONES. We have passed that portion of 
the bill which makes the appropriation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And itis not provided for 

law, and on that ground it is out of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair rules the amend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I take an appeal from that 
decision of the Chair. 


Be it further enacted, Thatthe monthly pay proper of the 
veral grades of the Army, hereinafter enumerated, shall 
at the following rates: a major general, $265; a briga- 
ler general, $165; a colonel, $135; a lieutenant colonel, 
B1!5; a major, $95; a captain of cavalry, $85; a captain 
artillery and infantry, $75; a first lieutenant of cavalry, 
>; a first lieutenant of artillery and infantry, $57; a | 
coud lieutenant of cavalry, 355; a second lieutenant of 
illery and infantry, $47; a cadet, $33; a sergeant- major, 
uarlermaster-sergeant, principal musician, chief Bugler, 

Acipal farrier, and ordnance-sergeant, $233 to each first 
rgeant of a conipany of dragoons, mounted riflemen, artil- 
ry, and infantry, $21; to all other sergeants of those arms, 
18; to a corporal of dragoons and mounted riflemen, $14 ; 
& corporal of artillery and infantry, $13; to a farrier, 
acksmith, saddler, and artificer of dragoons, mounted | 
flemen, and artillery, $15; to a buygler of dragoons and | 
Ounted riflemen, $12; to a musician of artillery and in- || 
try, SLL; toa private of dragoons and mounted rifle- 
hen, $11; and toa private of artillery and infantry, $10: 
—- ae the existing allowances shall be confined | 
) cers When on duty, or who shal/ have left their posts . 

reason of wounds recdieed in the line of their duty, ioe The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrules the amend- 
at officers absent from duty under any other eircun- | ment out of order now, because, when he admitted 
; ae be entitled to the pay proper of their re- || jt before, the committee overruled his decision. 

: grades. The question being, ‘* Shall the decision of the 

Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?”’ 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, demanded tellers. 
















Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- | 
on of order on that amendment. It isin many | 
spects the same as one which was decided out|| Tellers were not ordered. 
order, _This is out of order, because the bill The question was then put; and there were, on | 
der consideration is an appropriation bill proper, || a division—ayes 77, noes not counted. 
hile the amendment is one to increase the pay || So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
_s the organization of the Army. | Mr. PECK offered the following amendment | 
inf TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 think itis in order. || as an additional section: 
or contingencies to carry on one of the de- And be it furth ted. That of the 000 hereby | 
artments of the Government. I refer the Chair- samartoeh the menufecture of pul es tee abtuee 
an to the 8ist rule. armories, only $40,000 shall be expended until otherwise 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot enter- || dered by the Secretary of War. | 
n the amendment, because it is in substance the|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I rise to a ques- 
ame as that offered by the gentleman from Vir- || tion of order upon that amendment. We have | 
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priation, and [ submit that it is not in order to go 
back upon the bill. 

Mr. PECK. 1 offer it as an additional section 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment out of order, upon the ground that it 
provides for an appropriation of money in refer- 
ence to a matter which has already been passed 
upon by the committee. 

Mr. PECKHAM. This amendment is offered 
in precise accordance with a decision made by the 
Chair yesterday, on an amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Sire) qualifying 
what the committee had before voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair rejects the 
amendment upon the ground that it provides for 
the disposition of money which has been appro- 
priated in a part of the bill which has been passed. 

Mr. PECKHAM. Well, sir, | most respect- 
fully take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. KERR, I would inquire if the amend- 
ment proposes to appropriate any money ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It provides for the dis- 
bursement of money. 

Mr. PECKHAM. It merely provides for the 
disposition of money already appropriated. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes; and if members are 
allowed to go back in this way, we shall never 
get through with the bill. 

The question now being, ‘*Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?”’ 

Mr. WHEELER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was put; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 70, noes 30; no quorum voting, 

[Cries of **Call the roll.’’| 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 submit that the 
Chair has the right to count the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is not in order; the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly the 
bill of the House, (No. 95,) it being the Army 
appropriation bill, and having found itself with- 
out a quorum, had caused the roll to be called; 
and had directed him to report the facts to the 
House, with the names of the absentees. 

The names of the absentees are as follows: 

Messrs. Abercrombie, Banks, Bennett, Bissell, Bliss, 
Bocock, Brooks, Bugg, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chase, Cal- 
quitt, Craige, Cumming, Cutting, Dawson, De Witt, Drum, 
Danbar, Dunham, Edgerton, John M. Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Fenton, Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Green, Grey, 
Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley 
P. Harris, Hiester, Hillyer, Johnson, J. Glaney Jones, 
Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, 
Lyon, MeCulloch, Macdonald, Mace, May, Meacham, 
; Smith Miller, Mordecai Oliver, Phillips. Reese, Richard- 
son, Robbins, Rogers, Sage, Seymour, Simmons, Samuel 
A. Smith, Alexander H. Stephens, Johu J. Taylor, Tracy, 
= Walker, Warren, Jobn Wentworth, and West- 

TOOK. 

One hundred and seventy-three gentleman—a 
quorum—having answered to their names, the 
committee again resumed its session. 

TheCHAIRMAN. When thecommitee found 
itself without a quorum, the question was on the 
appeal taken from the decision of the Chair, 

here will be a recount. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I ask that the 
Chair wil! state the question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New 
York {[Mr. Peck] submitted an amendment, which 
the Chair decided out of order. From that decis- 
ion the gentleman takes an appeal, and the question 
now is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee?”’ 

Mr. ORR. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bococx and 
Cox were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the decision of the 
. Chair was sustained, the tellers having reporied— 
ayes 88, noes 36. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I rise to inquire 
| whether an amendment, like the one I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk, is in order? If it is in order, I 
would be glad to offer it; but if it is ruled out of 
order, I shall not take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And to a private of the dragoons and mounted riflemen 
eleven dollars, and wo a private of the artillery and infantry 


pala, which was admitted by the Chair, but which | passed the part of the bill containing that appro- |, eleven dollars per month. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am willing to 
waive the question of order, and allow thatamend- + 
ment to comein by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I cannot agree to 

Adhere to the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair having been 
overruled by the committee with regard to what 
seemed to him to be a reasonable construction of 
the rules, cannot entertain the amendment of the 
gepitieman from Oregon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have some further 
amendments to offer to the bill. Lam instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs to offer the 
following amendment: 


it. 


That from and after the passage of this act, no officer of 
the Army or Navy, or person employed us agent by adis- 
bursing officer of the Army or Navy, shail be a party to, or 
directly or indirectly bave an interest in, any contract or 
agreement for the supply of any arucle, or for the execution 
of any work for any branch of the service to which such 
officer or agent belongs. And any officer of the Army or 
Navy who shail offend agaist prov this act, 
shall, on conviction thereof before a Court-martial, be cash 
jered 

Beco. 2 And be it further That or 
agent of the United States shall pay for any article sold or 
work contrary to the provisions of this act, and any 
contract or agreement made in viol m thereof shall be 
null and vold, and all articles delivered or work done in 
pursuance of any such contract or agreement, shall be for 
feited to the use of the United State 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That amendment, 
I think, ia not in order. This is a bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Army, and 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
yrovides for officers of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 

eal. 

The question was taken on the appeal, viz: 
‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand the 
judgment of the committee;”’ and it was decided 
in the affirmative—ayes 9), noes not counted, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 


independent section: 


the shone oO} 


enacted, no officer 


ceive 


ti 
iil 


From that decision I ap- 


as 


I offer the following as an 


Be it further enacted, That the provisions of the first 
section of the act entitled An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army, ending the 30th of June, 
1851,?’ approved September 24, 1850, granting extra pay to 
the officers and eolisted men of the Army servingin Oregon 
and California, be extended to the officers and men coin 
posing the garrison of the post of Fort Laramie, on the 
Oregon route, during the time they occupied said post; and 
that the amount which may be found due them under this 
act shall be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot receive 
the amendment, for the same reasons for which 
the other similar amendments were rejected. 

Mr. HAVEN.’ I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly House bill 
(No. 95,) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1855; and had instructed him to report the same 
back to the House, with various amendments, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union must first be disposed of. They will 
be read. 


First amendment: 


Page two, line twenty-three, strike out the following 
words: * aod horse equipments, $555,727 70,” and insert : 

** Four hundred and eighty thousand three hundred and 
fifty-nine dollars and thirty eight cents.” 


The paragraph, as amended, reads as follows: 


For clothing for the Army, can i i 
gunsp ning y; np and garrison equipage, 


The amendment was agréed to.- 


Second amendment: 
Page four, line sixty-five, after the word viz., insert the 


words “ borse equipments ;”’ and in line seventy, strike out | 


the word * thousand,” and insert the words “ and seventy 


five thousand three hundred and sixty-eight dollars and || 


thirty-two cents.’? 


. t 
The paragraph, as amended, will read: 


Horse equipments, the purchase of traveling forges, 
blacksmiths’ and shoeing tools, horse and wule shoes, iron 
and steel for shoeing, hire of veterinary surgeons, purchase 
medicittes for horses aod mules, shoeing horses of 
mounted corps and repairing dragoon and rifle equipments, 


26R 


‘ 
ut 


Madiid, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Third amendment: | 


Page six at the end of line one hundred and twenty two, 
edd the following proviso: 

Provided, So much of all laws heretofore passed as author 
izes the appointment of military officers to superintend 
operations at the national armories be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed ; and from and after the passage of this act 
it shall be the duty of the President of the Uaited States, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
aconpetent and well qualified civilian as superiniendent 
at each of said armories. 


Mr. PECKHAM. lceall forthe yeas and nays 
upon that question, as I want to see how many 
there are in the House who will votea direct want 
of confidence in the President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 47; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, 
Belcher, Bennett, Bliss, Bridges, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chastain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Corwin, 
Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dick, Disney, 
Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ellison, 
English, Ewing, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, 
Fuller, Goode, Goodrich, Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, 
Hendricks. Heun, Houston, Hughes, Ingersol!, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Larob, 
Latham, Leteher, Lilly, Lindley, Lindsley, Maedonald, 
MeMullin, MeNair, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, Maxwell, 
Mavall, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, 
Nichols, Nobte, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Reese, 
Thomas Ritehey, Robbins, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, 
Shannon, Shower, Simmons, Skelion, Gerrit Smith, Wil 
ham Smith, George W. Smyth, Sollers, Frederick P. Stan 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, 
Straub, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Trout. Tweed, 
Upham, Vail, Vansant, Walbridge, Walsh, Ellihu B 
Washburne, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, 
Hendrick B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicotfer—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, David J. Bailey, 
Barksdale, Barry, Benson, Benton, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bugg, Campbell, Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, Cox, Craige, 
Crocker, Curtis, Dawson, Dickinson, Dowdell, Edmands, 
Thomas D. Eliot, Farley, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hunt, 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Knox, McQueen, Norton, Peck- 
ham, Pennington, Phillips, Preston, Riddle, David Ritchie, 


Ruftin, Seward, Shaw, Singleton, William R. Smith, 
David Stuart, Walley, and Israel Washburn—47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, meved to re- 


consider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Fourth amendment: 


Inline one hundred and twenty-four strike out the word 
‘nine’? and insert ** five,”’ and strike out the word “ two”’ 
and insert * so as to make the clause read: 

For repairs and improvements and new machinery at 
Harper’s Ferry, $35,100. 


‘ 


one,’ 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Fifth amendment: 


After line one hundred and twenty eight insert : 

For military and geographical surveys west of the Mis- 
Sissippi river, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sixth amendment: 

After the one hundred and thirty-fourth line, add: 

For the purchase of Barlow’s planetarium, for the use of 
the Military Academy at West Point, #2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Seventh amendment: 
After line one hundred and thirty-eight, insert : 


For continuing the explorations and survey to ascertain 
the best route fora railroad to the Parific, and for com- 
pleting the reports of surveys already made, the sum of 
$150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Eighth amendment: 


Add at the end of the bill: 

Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That of the appropri- 
ation of $50,000 for continuing the topographical ind hy- 
drographical survey of the delta of the Mississippi, with 
such investigation as may lead to determine the most prac 
tical plan for securing it from inundations, approved August 
31, 1852, the sum of $5,000 may be applied, under the spe- 
cial direction of the Secretary of War, to the payment of 
any expenses connected with said survey and investigation 
incurred prior to the first day of July, 1652. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Ninth amendment: 


War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to exam- 
| ine inte and ascertain the amount of expenses incurred and 
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sally paid by the State of Calif ete kas 
actually paid by the State of California, in the ey : 
Indian hostilities within the said State, prior ithe ant 
January, Anno Domini 1854, and that the amount ; ie 
expenses, when so ascertained. be paid into the tr ‘ 
of the said State: Provided, That the eas 


sum so ; 
not exceed in amount the enm of $924 959 en “bal 
amount is hereby appropriated out of an » Which 


mo 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. Y MONEYS in the 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Tenth amendment: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Secret 
of War be, and be hereby is, authorized and empow ary 
to cause to be sold to the highest bidder for ready my ered 
in one body, on a notice of thirty days in the St. Lou an 
pers, the tract of land of 3767-100 acres, on whieh rel 
Louis arsenal now stands, together with the fixtures St 
permanent improvements thereon, and deposit the 
received for the same in thé United States Treas t 
the sum of money so paid in shall be, or so much theres 
as miy be necessary, hereby is appropriated to the eae 
of completing another arsenal on the barracks trac; : Pe 
vided, That possession of said tract shall not be given WO the 
purchaser thereof until after the new arsenal shall be built, 
and the arms, munitions, machinery, and tools pow in the 
said St. Louis arsenal removed thereto, for whieh PUT DOs 
the period of two years is allowed from the Passing of ‘this 
act: Provided, That no sale shall be made for 4 
less than the original cost of the lands, buildings, a 
manent improvements thereon, which shall be » 
the Secretary of War, and published at said sale, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to ascertain 
what I deem important in connection with tha: 
amendment. Is it in order? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is in onde 

. s 3 ’ 
having been reported by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SMITH. I just desire to know if, whey 
the committees have incorporated an amendmen 


DY sum 
nd per. 
lated by 


| into the bill inconsistent with the bill itself, the 


Src. 3. and be it further enacted, That the Secretary of || Caskie, Chastain, 


| 


House have not the power to reject it as out of 
order? 
The 
power. 

Mr. SMITH. Cannot the House control the 
Commitiee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The gentleman from Virginia rises to # 
a question of order, and submits that the amend. 
ment now pending, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, is not in order, upon the ground 
that it is not consistent with the bill. That may 
have been a good reason why it should not have 
been received in committee; but the Committe 
of the Whole must be its own judge of its own 
rules of order. This amendment having been re 
ported by the committee, the Chair decides that 
it is properly before the Houge, and must beacted 
upon by the House as an amendment. The 
Chair thinks there can be no question as to the 
rule. The Chair, therefore, overrules the ques 
tion of order raised by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginta. ; , 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I will not appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, but I think the 
House have the right to correct any error made 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the 
Elouse to correct errors that have taken place in 
committee, It is competent for the committee to 
judge’ of its own rules, and it must correct its own 
errors. , 

Mr. SMITH. Well, sir, I will call for the 
yeas and nays upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PECKHAM. ‘Is there any amount fixed 
below which the property shall not be sold? 

Mr. PRESTON. Yes, sir. The amendment 
provides that the property shall not be sold below 
erie cost. 

he question was taken on the amendment; ant 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 77, nays SI; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Ball, Banks, Belcher, on 
nett, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Boyce, Bagg, Campbell, anil 
penter, Caruthers, Chandler, Cook, Corwin, —_— 
‘Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson Edma . 
Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Ewing, Farley, Flagler, dn 
lin, Giddings, Goodrich, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Haven, ff)"; 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, Roland a 
Knox, Lindley, McNair, Macy, Matteson, Mayall, —_ 
swarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, _— 
Peck, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Preston, Ready, oat 
vid Ritchie, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Simmons, sae 
rit Smith, Solters, Frederiek P. Stanton, Richard H. os 
ton, Stratton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Wade, Walley, wt, 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan Weolw' 
Wheeler, Yates, and Zollicofier—77. vid). 

. NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ashe, 7 tet 
Bailey, Barksdale, Barry, Bocock, Breckinridge, 
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Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, One 
Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, John G. Davis, Disney, Do 
| Dunham, Bastian, Eddy, Edmundson, English, Fiore 
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r, Goode, Greenwood, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, 


Fale 
Houst a teher, Lilly, McMallin, McQueen, Maurice.Max 


ae] yillson, Morrison, Murray, Noble, Andrew Oliver, 


‘packer, Peckham, John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, 
we Puryear, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Pratt. |. Shaw, Shower, Singleton, William Smith, Wil 


sew 


g. Smith, George Ww. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, 
* y, David Stuart, Thurston, Trout, Tweed, Upham, 
Us ’ > ; » 
Waibridge, Walsh, and Hendrick B. Wright—381. 
ul, 


\ . 
amendment was rejected. 


Sy the 


Mr McMULLIN. ! move to reconsider the 
gole by which the amendment was rejected; and 
Pt oy that motion upon the table. 

“Mp. PRESTON. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

, PRESTON. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rospsins and 
PaesTON were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the motion to re- 
consider was laid upon the table, the tellers having 

red—ayes 82, noes 74. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 

read third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 

; read the third time. 

’ The question then being “Shall the bill pass?” 
Mr. BRIDGES demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. PRESTON demanded tellers on the yeas 

end nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. Litiy 

and WHEELER were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-three in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 

‘ Y > © . 

cided in the affirmative—yeas 93, nays 62; as fol- 

lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Ranks, Barksdale, Barry, Beicher, Bliss, Breckinridge, 
Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, 
Clingman, Cook, Dawson, Dick, Disney, Dowdell, Edger 
woh. Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, Farley, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Goodrich, 
Greenwood, Grow, Harrison, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, 
Houston, Howe, Hunt, Ingersoll, J. Giancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Kidwell, Kurtz, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mac- 
donald. McDougall, MceMullin, McNair, Macy, Maxwell, 
Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Nichols, Noble, Olds, Orr, 
Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Preston, Ready, 
Reese, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Sabin, Shower, Skelton, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Sollers, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, 
David Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham, 
Vail, Vansant, Waibridge, Walley, Tappan Wentworth, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. DavidJ. Bailey, Ball, Bennett, Benson, 
Bocock, Boyce, Bridges, Campbell, Caskie, Cobb, Corwin, 
Crocker, Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dent, 
Dickinson, Eastman, Edmundson, Giddings, Goode, Aaron 
llarlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Hill, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, McQueen, 
Matteson, Maurice, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, Murray, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peckham, John Perkins, 
Pringle, Puryear, David Ritchie, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, 
Seward, Shaw, Simmons, Singleton, Gerrit Smith, Na- 
thaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Wade, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wheeler, Witte, Yates, and Zollicoffer 
—62 


re 
re 


So the bill was passed. 

The title of the bill was then agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to.- 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to amend 


the title of the bill by adding ‘* and to provide for 
railroad surveys. ”? 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


motion. 


TheSPEAKER. The title of the bill has been 


agreed to, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the title of the bill 
was agreed to. 

_Mr HOUSTON. And I move to lay the mo- 
lon to reconsider on the table. 


Mr. JONES. 


will wait till he gets the floor to make his motion. 
aughter, } 

Mr. HOUSTON. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES, Yes; debate isin order; because 
the previous question does not operate on the title 
of the bill. Gentlemen should know what they 
are making questions about. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 


Proposition to amend the title is debatable, but in 
& very limited sense. 


Mr. JONES. Certainly, sir. 1 merely wish | 


tO State m 


= y object in moving to reconsider that 
e. 


My object is,as | was cut off from making 


a roRoaition to amend the title, that | may move 


Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Keiu, Kidwell, | 


It is too late to make that | 


The gentleman from. Alabama | 


the bill really is, to make it indicate that it is a 
bill to make appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year terminating 30th June, 
1855, and to provide for certain railroad surveys. 

The reason why I voted against the bill is, 
that as there is a provision in it appropriating 
money to make surveys of railroads throughout 
the country; and holding, as I do, that the Gov- 
ernment has no power to make internal improve- 
ments 

[Cries of ** Order!”’ “* Order !’’) 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. I rise to a point 
of order. ‘Lhe remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee are not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate 
the character of the bill itself, except in so far as 
the title is to be considered in that connection. 

Mr. JONES. Exactly, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The reasons why the gen- 
tleman voted against the bill are not in order. 

Mr. JONES. Except that I may have an 
opportunity of making the title indicate what the 
bill is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
latter remarks of the gentleman to go to show 
that he voted against the bill because he thought 
certain provisions improper. 

Mr. JONES. Exactly; because that appropri- 
ation for making railread surveys is in it, and, in 
my opinion, improperly in it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hopethe gentleman from 
Tennessee wil! accept an amendment which I wish 
to offer to the title, if it is to cover everything, 
‘*and to pay California her expenditures for the 
Indian war.” 

Mr. JONES. 
that added. 

Mr HOUSTON. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. And on that I ask the yeas 
and nays. 

On the call for the yeas and nays, the House 
was divided, and the Speaker announced 27 voting 
in the affirmative, and 123 in the negative. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; and 
it was decided in the affirmative. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Assury Dicxrns, its Secretary, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed a resolution of 
the following title: 

Senate resolution (No. 29) ‘* for the confirma- 
tion of certain entries and locations of military 
warrants made in the State of Michigan.”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at three o’clock and 
fifteen minutes) adjourned until to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 





I am perfectly willing to have 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 20, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with resolutions of 
the Senate of the 3d of March, 1853, information 
respecting the condition of the several marine hos- 
pitals, and the expediency of discontinuing the 
tax upon sailors for their support, and adopting a 
substitute therefor; and also in relation to the col- 
lection and disoursement of the marine hospital 


fund, showing the amount annually appropriated 


by Congress; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented ad- 


i! 
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PATENT LAWS. 


On motion by Mr. CHASE, the bill ** to amend 
the several acts now in force relating to the Patent 
Office,’? was recommitted te the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 


LAND ENTRIES IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the attention of 
the Senate this morning to enable me to introduce 
a joint resolution, the object of which is to correct 
a difficulty that has arisen out of a law which was 
passed at this session, creating a new land district 
in the State of Michigan. Prior to the knowledge 
of the change reaching the officers and persons in 
the neighborhood, certein military land warrants 
were located in the offices, te which the tract of 
country was, previously to the passage of that bill, 
attached. Those locations, without some future 
legisiation, are not valid. I propose, therefore, 
now to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to allow me to introduce a joint resolution, pro- 
posing to confirm those purchases of land im all 
cases where the purchases are otherwise regular. 

There being no objection, leave was granted to 
introduce a joint resolution ‘ for the confirmation 
of certain entries and locations of military war- 
rants made in the State of Michigan,’’ and it was 
read a first and second time by tts title, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to resolve that the entries and loca- 
tions of military land warrants made at the Ionia, 
SaultSte. Marie, and Genesee land offices in Mich- 
igan, on or subsequent to the 20th of April last, 
of land which prior to that time, was situated in 
those land districts, but by the law of latter date, 
was attached to a new land district, be confirmed, 
and that patents shall issue for them as in other 
cases, if those entries and locations are in every 
other respect regular and valid. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and the question was stated 


| to be, ** Shall it be engrossed fora third readimg?”’ 


Mr. DAWSON. I dislike very much to vote 
upon a proposition which I do not comprehend, 


| This is presented to us without a report, or with- 


out a particle of explanation, so far as | have 
heard. | should be glad to understand it. 

Mr. STUART. ‘I'he Senator will pardon me. 
I did explain it to the Senate, but probably in the 
confusion which existed at the time the Senator 
did not hear me. | stated that, at this session of 
Congress, a bill had been passed creating a new 
land district in the State of Michigan, taking it 
from three original districts, and since the passage 


| of that law certain purchases of land were made 


at the old districts by land warrants. These pur- 
chases are invalid by the law in consequence of 
the change of the land districts. The effect of 
this joint resolution is simply to make these pur- 
chases valid, provided they are in other respects 
so, and to save the difficulty of their having been 
entered at the old offices after the creation of the 
new districts. That is all. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is satisfactory. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read a third time, and 
passed, 


PRIVATE BILL DAY. 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution sub- 


| mitted by him on the 15th instant: 


Resolved, That the resolution of the 24th of January last, 
setting apart every Friday for the residue of the present 
session for the consideration of private bills, be, and the 


| same is hereby, rescinded. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I do not desire to in- 


terposeany objection to that resolution, but rise 


| for the purpose of giving notice to the Senate that 
| | shall to-morrow, during the morning hour, ask 


ditional documents in relation to the claim of the | 


heirs of Captain Thomas Dinsmore; which were 


amend that title so as to make it indicate what || referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


' 


| 


the Senate to take up and consider the bill to au- 

thorize the payment of certain claims for depre- 

dations and spoliations during the hostilities with 

the Creek and Seminole Indiansin 1836 and 1837. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. WADE. Let us get 
through with petitions. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam afraid if I withdraw the. 
motion we shall have some controverted petitions 
which will lead to a long debate; so that we may 
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not be able to get at the bill. I hope tire Senators 
will not press me to yield. , 

Mr. GWIN. I do hope, Mr. President, that 
we shall now determine whether we will consider 
the fiomestead bill any further during this session, 
If we are not going to consider it any further, it 
had better be postponed until the next session. If 
we do not intend to postpone it until the next ses- 
sion we ought to go on with it this morning. I 
hope that matter will be decided now, and for that 
purpose | wish to controvert the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia, although | should not 
otherwise desire to oppose it. I want the friends 
of the homestead bill either to pass it now, or to 
pos pone it until the next session. If we determ- 
ine to progress with it now, of course the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia ought to be voted 
down. If we do not intend to progress with it, 
the motion ought to be agreed to, and its adoption 
ought to be equivalent to postponing the home- 
stead bill until the next session. 

Mr. WALKER. lL havea proposition which 
I desire to make this morning, not only to the 
friends of the homestead bill, but to the Senate 
generally. Jt is that we should take up the bill, 
that we should then postpone the further consid- 
eration of amendments in detail, let the bill rest 
as itis, and receive as a counter proposition, and 
take the sense of the Senate upon either one or 
the other of the measures which stand in antago- 
nism to it—either that proposed by the Senator 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] or that by the 
Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Hunter.] Let us 
take up the bill, and ascertain the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon one or the other of these as a counter 
proposition to it. | 

As one of the earliest friends of the homestead 
bill in the Congress of the United States, | must 
say that, after what [ have seen, | am satisfied, and | 
I feel bound so to express myself, that it is not the 
sense of the Senate that the bill from the House of 
Representatives should pass. This is my convic- 
tion. If that be the sense of the Senate, it can 
easily express itself upon one of these other prop- 
ositions. I think that we should take up the bill, 
and receive one of them as a counter proposition, 
take the sense of the Senate upon it, and abide by 
the result. For one, as a friend of the homestead 
bill, | am willing to do so. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope, then, that we shall pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the homestead bill, 
and that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] 
will withdraw the amendment which he offered 
yesterday, and which led to debate, and after that, 
that we shall have a direct vote on a sulbistitute for 
the homestead bill,and see which has the greatest 
strength. 

Mr. CLAY. I trust that that motion may 
revail; and | pledge myself to that understand- 
ing. IU shall withhold all the amendments which 
I intended to offer to the bill. 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I appeal to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia not to press his motion on this 
occasion. Ifhedoes, I shall be compelled to vote | 
against it, and it would be with regret that I 
should be compelled todo so. I know the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia has a high public duty to 
discharge, and that he has no motive to gratify 
but by the dispatch of the public business; butin 
this case, | regard it as a duty to proceed with the | 
consideration of the homestead bill. We have | 
now reached such a point that we must come toa 
result upon it to-day. I hope, therefore, we shall 
proceed to the consideration of the homestead bill, 

and either pass it or reject it. 

Mr. HUNTER. [If it be the understanding | 
that the question shall be closed to-day, 1 with- | 
draw my motion. 


~ TEXAS DEBT. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I havesaid thatI should make | 
no motion, nor vote upon a motion in any way | 
tending to embarrass the homestead bill, and I | 
ehall not do so; but | made that remark in connec- | 
tion with the understanding that the bill reported 
from the Confmittee on Finance, in reference to | 
the debt of Texas, should be disposed of. It was 
taken up yesterday morning and was debated. | 
hope it will be taken up again this morning, and 


I say now, as ! said yesterday, if it occupies more || that they were creditors of 


| 


abouts. 
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with that in an hour; and get a vote upon it. 1 | 
do notsay this because | am opposed to the prop- | 


osition of the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 
of the homestead bill in an hour; but if the Texas 
debt bill takes more than that time, | will move 
to postpone it, 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
Mf. BRIGHT. 


Say half an hour. 
1 will say half an hour. I 


think we can dispose of itin that time, and if we | 


do not, | shall be willing to let it go over. 

Mr. GWIN. I made a motion distinctly to 
take up the homestead bill, to oostpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking itup. What has 
become of it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter 
in the chair.) ‘The Chair did not hear that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WALKER. 
it distinetly. 

Mr. BADGER. 
pending. 

Mr. GWIN. 


Certainly the Senator made 
There was another motion 


I made that distinct motion. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I hepe the honerable Senator 
will withdraw it. I will say to him that if the 
Texas debt bill occupies over half an hour I will 
move to postpone og. 
Mr. GWIN. Wecan vote upon the homestead 
bill in half an hour. 
Mr. BADGER. 


the homestead bill in half anhour. | have already 
said, and | repeat, I shall adopt no course which 
will lead to the laying aside of the homestead bill, 
though | am epposed to it. I think the friends 
of the measure have a right to have it disposed of, 
but surely the motion of the Senator from Indiana 
is very reasonable. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 


eration of the bill ** to provide for the payment of 
such creditors of the late Republic of Texas as 
are comprehended in the act of Congress of Sep- 
tember 9, 1850;’’ the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Briaurt, to add to the first 
section of the billas amended, on the recommend- 
ation of the Committee on Finance, the following: 


Provided, That the interest on the debt embraced in this 
act shall be calculated and regulated by the existing laws | 


of the State of Texas, 


Mr. BELL. 1 do not propose to debate this 
subject, nor have | considered it with any care 
since about two years ago; but I wish to be in- 
formed with regard to certain facts, so as to be 


assured as to the grounds upon which I propose || 
to give my own vote, and I will doit pretty much | 
by way of inquiry of gentlemen who are better | 


acquainted than I am with the foundation of this 
bill, as it is now presented to the Senate. 


A number of gentlemen yesterday stated that | 


this Government was under no obligation to pay 


the Texas creditors proposed to be provided for | 
by this bill, except to the extent of the $5,000,000 | 
which wereappropriated by the compromise act | 


of 1850. 


If that were true, it would change the opinions | 
and the impressions which I have entertained in | 
regard to this subject; but I understand that there | 
were, two years ago, when this question was pre- | 
sented, bond-holders, creditors of Texas, who had || 


a mortgage upon the customs revenues of that 


Republic, before its annexation to the United | 


States, to the amount of $8,000,000, or there- 
If [am mistaken in this, I wish those 
honorable gentlemen whe yesterday took the po- 
sition to which | have adverted, would put me 
right. Now, how is the fact with regard to the 


| amount of the debts of Texas having a lien upon 
| the customs revenues of Texas at the time she was 


annexed to the United States? And. upon what 
ground do gentiemen say that this Government is 
under no obligation to pay those debts? 

The amount of those debts in 1852 was what I 
have stated; but since that time I understand that 
the Attorney General of the United States has 
given his opinion in reference to another class of 

Texas creditors, amounting to some three or four 
millions of dollars;-and he has decided that they 


/ come within the same evesry precisel y—that is, 


exas, with a mort- 


than an hour, I will move to postpone it until to- || gage on the whole revenues of that Republic. 


morrow. 


|| This would swell the amount to eleven or twelve 


Mr. GWIN. I hope that the Senate will take || millions of dollars; and the interest upon these 


up the homestead bill. I think we can get through 


respective classes at this day would, added to the 


i do not think we can dispose | 


The Senator from California | 
is mistaken in supposing that we can vote upon | 


July 20, 
= ne 
=, make between twelve and thirt 

ions. 

Mr. PEARCE. I wish to correct the 
He ia in‘error as to the amount of that 
claims. There was a class of claims not j 
in the opinion of Mr. Corwin, but which M 
Cushing thinks are included in the provisions | 
the act of 1850. These bonds do not bear ae 
their face any pledge of the revenue, The 
were issued under a law passed in February my 
Early in February, 1840, the Legislature of Te. 
had passed an act pledging their revenues Pi 
payment of the debts of the Republic, The - 
Secretary of the Treasury construed that ty heh 
a retrospective operation, and not to apply t 
bonds that were issued after the date of tha: att 
Mr. Cushing thinks it is prospective as welj ,, 
retrospective, and the amount of claims that vi 
be subject, in that opinion of Mr. Cushine i 
not $3,000,000, or $4,000,000, as the Senator gy 
poses, but was in January, 1851, $1,600,000 . 

Mr. BELL. Adding to that the interest tine 
that time, I suppose the amount would b bout 
$2,000,000. That sum, added to the $8, 00.009 
ascertained in 1852, would amount to $10,000, 
at this day, for which we may be considered, per. 
haps, liable. Sir, honorable Senators stated yes. 
terday, it having been agreed by compact with 
Texas, when she was annexed to the United 
States, that Texas should pay her own debts, and 
the public lands in her limits having been put un. 
der her own contro! for that purpose, we were 
under no obligation to pay these debts. They 
they say, in 1850, under some idea that we might 
be held justly responsible, according to public 
law, for that portion of her debt for the pay ment 
of the principal or interest of which the revenues 
from customs were perpetually pledged, we agreed 
to give to her what at that time was supposed would 
be the whole amount of debt subject to this lien 
on the revenues derived from customs. But that 
was a conjectural estimate. It turns out since 
that, that there was a much larger amount than 
the $5,000,000 agreed to be appropriated by the 
compromise act of 1850, belonging to the same 
class of claimants, which would stand upon the 
same footing in regard to their equitable claim 
upon the Government of the United States. 

Now, sir, I should like to hear from some gen. 
tlemen on what principle it is, if we were under no 
obligation to pay the national debt of Texas con- 

‘tracted either in her war of independence, or for 
the support of her Army and Navy after she wes 
independent, and which had liens upon the reve- 
nues which vested in the Government of the Uni- 
ted States by the compact of annexation, that our 
agreement to pay the $5,000,000 discharged us 
from all obligation to the creditors even for those 
$5,000,000, unless we paid that sum pro fanto, leay- 
ing a large proportion of the creditors unpaid and 

| unsatisfied ? 

That, however, is not the material question. | 
should like to know whether, by the compact, the 
United States were discharged from their oblige 
tion to pay these debts’under public law—! mean 
those debts which had a lien upon the revenue 
which was vested by compact in the Government 
of the United States—her customs revenue? We 
know that is the great mode, by indirect taxation, 
of taxing the people of the country to whaterer 
| extent we find it expedient in this Government'o 
| tax them, just as Texas didthen. Weknowthal 
|| the people of this country, except for their loc), 

and municipal, and State purposes, are not willitg 
to submit to direct taxation. But, sir, I lay th 

principle of public law to be that wherever, eilht 
| by agreement, by arrangement, or by conquest! 
| province is annexed to a superior government,® 

becomes a province or dependency or integral pa" 
|| of that government, we take the country with 

' burden upon it. The fact that, according to the 

Constitution, the country so ceded retains | 
sovereignty to a certain extent, and for certain pur 

_ poses, does not, I conceive, make the least differ- 

ence. Whatever obligations or liabilities they st 

under by a public act of theirs when they ¥** 
an independent nation, we, the country into whic 
they became merged, must assume the respo"® 
bility of the payment of those debts. 

Ido not propose to go into the argument’ 
or even to state the authorities in reference ” 
that point; but now, take that in connection ¥" 
the other proposition, that in 1852 there wet 
$8,000,000 of tho: e debts havinga lien or 
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hose revenues at that time; and then there 
bog been the accruing interest since 1852, up to 
ais period. Then, leaving out of view the validity 
rel e decision of the Attorney Genera! made since 
vaso there will be an amount of $9,000,000, 
ey, we are under some sort of obligation, in 
ri law, public honor, and honesty, to pay; 
e State of Texas complies with her obli- 
gauon. She has assumed to pay those debts, 
° sher under the compact, or under her agreement 
¥ the act of 1850, by which we appropriated 
45,000,000 for the purpose of paying that class of 
rs; but we know that Texas has refused to 

1 understand that the argument of the 
honorable Senator from Texas {Mr. Rusk] yes- 
terday, was made mainly with reference to vindi- 
cating the course, the character, and the honor of 
his State for her refusal to comply with her stip- 
ylations. I will not go into that. I dare say the 
honorable Senator is perfectly right in suppos- 
ing that this Government, in the circumstances 
in which we were placed, and from various causes, 
did not comply with treaty stipulations in regard 
to freeing the territory of Texas from the depre- 
dations of certain Indians. I believe the gravamen 
of his complaint was, that we sent down the Caddo 
Indians into the Texas territory in violation of 
treaty; but that is neither here nor there, in regard 
to this question. ; si . 

The point which I wish to reach is, as to the 
amount we showld pay; whether we are restricted 
to $5,000,000 and interest upon it, or not? The 
question 1s, whether that is the only obligation 
we acknowledge, or choose to acknowledge; be- 
cause, as [ view this subject, it will be an assump- 
tion entirely; for we have the power to do as we 
please, and there is no tribunal on earth to bring us 
to account. Wecannot be brought into a court 
of chancery, or any tribunal whatever, to say 
whether we are bound. We assume that we are 
bound. Some of the gentlemen who spoke yes- 
terday, as 1 understand, contended that we were 
bound for no greater sum than the $5,000,000 
and interest upon it. Some gentlemen, more lib- 
eral than others, perhaps, were willing to pay 
interestup tothe Istof January next. ButI say, 
here are $8,000,000, for which we are bound just 
as much as we were for the original $5,000,000, 
unless Texas chooses to pay the amount, and 
that at this date it reaches about $9,000,000, 
independently of that class of claims which the 
Attorney General has decided comes within the 
same principle, and which, ifincluded, would make 
the amount for which we are liable at this time, 
$10,000,000. 

Now, the proposition of this billis to appropri- 
ate $8,500,000. That will not pay all the claims 
of that class of creditors whom you are bound, I 
think, according to public law, to pay. You do 
not’propose to pay the whole amount of their 
debts, but to appropriate only these $8,500,000, 
which will pay them about seventy cents in the 
dollar of their claims, as | understand. I should 
like honorable Senators, who have investigated the 
subject, to tell me how that is? 

Mr. CHASE. The sum appropriated by the 
bill is to be divided pro rata among all the credi- 
tors. 

Mr.BELL. That is what I supposed. That 
amount, as | understand, will give them about 
seventycents on the dollar. Whatsort of equity or 
Justice is there in it? You do not pay the whole 
amount. You choose to adopt, in part, the scale 
assumed by the State of Texas herself. Why, 
sir, that does not discharge us. We are not dis- 
charged, either by the compact or by the creditors 
from any oriiginal obligation which we came under 
by public law when that country was annexed to 
this Union under our Constitution. We were 
not discharged in either event, but we trusted to 


upon ¢ 


yoless th 


credilo 
do it. 


the good faith of Texas to pay,that debt. Wesup- | 


posed there was a sufficient fund provided for the 
purpose, but we have, since that time, agreed to ap- 
Propriate $5,000,000 from other considerations; but 
that does notdischarge us any more than the other, 
for these creditors were not parties either to the 
compact by which Texas was ceded to the United 
States, or to the agreement made in 1850, by 
which we appropriated $5,000,000. On what 
rinciple, then, is it assumed, as several honorable 
nators did yesterday, that we are under no obli- 
gation to pay more than the $5,000,000? It can be 
on no other ground but on the assumption that as 
Wwe agreed to pay $5,000,000, and to relieve Texas 
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of that amount of her obligations under her 
compact of annexation, that discharged us from 
any obligation to the creditors. Surely, there is 
no ground to say that if we were under any obli- 
gation whatever, the payment of these $5,000,000 
discharged us from the obligation to pay any other 
creditors who existed, of the same class, over and 
above the $5,000,000. 

Now, sir, these are the propositions: In 1852 
there were $8,000,000 of these debts, and now 
there are $9,000,000, independently of the recent 
class of cases included by the late opinion of the 
Attorney General; and if you appropriate this 
amount of money, you do not pay those claims; 
you do not even pay the principal, to say nothing 
of the premium talked of yesterday, of fourteen 
per cent. on the stocks proposed to be issued. It 
is not a gratuity,in any sense of the word, if you 
pay the whole amount; but this will not pay the 
interest from this time forward, and will not an- 
ticipate the interest until the expiration of the four- 
teen years; but it will only pay seventy cents on 
the doilar. Suppose they do not agree to take 
this, and release us, what then? ‘['Mey have not 
released us. It is now four years since this ques- 
tion has been presented to Congress, and we 
have not been released. Ido not know. that there 
is one man whom | represent upon this floor 
directly interested in these claims at all, certainly 
no agent for these claims has made application 
to me upon the subject, except upon my own in- 
terrogatory when | yesterday met a gentleman 
in the !obby, and he gave me no details. The 
inquiry was merely. accidental. I have gone into 
no investigation of it myself at any time; but the 
debate yesterday somewhat surprised me; for I 
was not informed of some particulars which were 
then produced. I did not remember that in 1852 
it was only proposed to pay seventy cents on the 
dollar in any proposition that Was then made. 

Now, sir, I wish to have light on this subject. 
The Senator from Maryland says, the whole 
amount paid will be only seventy cents on the dol- 
lar, and that in 1852, it was $8,000,000, principal 
and interest; now it nearly amounts to $9,000,000 
upon the claims as they existed then. Why, sir, 
I have heard it said, though I cannot vouch for it, 
that $12,000,000 or $13,000,000 was the amount. 
If | am wrong in the statement which | have made, 
I should be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 1 do not desire sir, to dis- 
cuss this question, but simply to state, in a few 
words, the legal propositions which, in my judg- 
ment, are involved in it, and which will control my 


vote. I shall not argue them, but simply state 
them. The people of Texas were struggling for 


their freedom. Itbecame necessary that the State 
should raise money. They borrowed from citizens , 
of the United States principally, and for the re- — 
payment of that money,‘they pledged their reve- 
nues and all their public property. By the use of 
that money they acquired their independence. 
After acquiring their independence by treaty, they 
were annexed to the United States by the agree- 
ment of annexation. ‘The United States tovk 
from Texas the right to these revenues, which 
had been previously pledged to the creditors, and 
left to Texas the public lands alone as the fund 
out of which the debt should be paid. The United 
States contracted with Texas that Texas should 
pay the debt, but the creditors never consented to 
that agreement. 

| Ata subsequent period the United States bought 
from Texas a portion of the land, (which, by the 
terms of the contract remained pledged for the 
| debt,) for $10,000,000. The United States have 
| paid out of that money $5,000,000 to Texas, but 
have reserved $5,000,000 to be paid over to Texas 
when the creditors of Texas shall release this 
Government from the obligation, which it was 
supposed rested on it, to pay the debts for which 
the revenues were pledged, because the revenues. 
had been taken from Texas by this Government. 


it turns out that the $5,000,000 are insufficient. ' 


The United States, therefore, took away the public 
| revenues which were pledged-for the debt, and 
'also the land which was bound for the debt, and | 
|| paid one half the price to Texas, and appropriated ' 
| none of it to the creditors. In other words, they | 
‘have taken both funds. Under these circum- 

| stances the proposition is made by the creditors of 
|| Texas, that in order to get something for the debt, 
‘| which has been running so many years without | 
payment, they will promise a release to the United 








States on the payment of seventy cents on the 


| dollar. 


Mr. MASON. The facts stated by the Senator 
from Louisiana are very true; bat | differ from 
him totally in the conclusions which he has drawn 
from those facts. Now, sir, | apprehend none 
will deny that the State of Texas and the State of 
Texas alone, is competent to settle with its credi- 
tors, to determine its owndebt. As an incident 
to its sovereign power, the State of Texas alone 
is competent to determine its own debt, and in 
making an arrangement for the payment of that 
debt, or any disposition of it, the State of Texas 
alone is competent. What has Texas done? She 
has entered into a compact with the United States 
by which, whether the United States were or 
were not liable in equity, they certainly were not 
liable at law for any portion of this debt. Texas 
has entered into a compact with the United States 
by which itis stipulated that upon the payment of 
these reserved $5,000,000, those creditors who 
claim that they have an obligation of some sort 
upon the United States, will release the United 
States from its compact with the State of Texas. 
W henever the creditors, who claim that the Uni- 
ted States is under obligation to pay them, will 
release the United States, the United States has 
engaged to Texas to pay her that $5,000,000, with 
interest at five percent. upon it. The fund is ready 
to be paid in a moment, and has been ready for 
four years and a half. 

What is the objection to the payment to the 
State of Texas, who alone, under the compact, 
could receive it? The objection is, that Texas 
has not furnished from her creditors the previous 
condition. The only obligation made in the world 
is on the part of the United States te pay to Texas 
$5,000,000, with five per cent. interest upon it 
whenever the condition is complied with by the 
release of the United States, What is the prop~ 
osition made by this bill? It is proposed that in 
lieu of paying that $5,000,000 with interest, we 
shall pay $5,000,000 with the interest that has 
accrued to it, which, I understand from the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, [Mr. Bricurt,} will, on the 
first of January next, amount to $6,500,000. I 
have a clear conviction thaton the first of January 
next we are bound to pay $6,500,000 to Texas. 
Weare bound to pay the principal of the debt 
with the accrued interest upon it, whatever it may 
be; but we are asked further not only to pay that, 
but, inasmuch as we are now redeeming our public 
stock at a premium, that in paying the $5,000,000 
with interest, we shall pay the premium upon it 
which that stock will command im the market. 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator allow me to 
correct him? The bill does not propose to give 
any premium atall. The Senator from Indiana, 
in his argument, said that the amount of our liability 
now was so much for principal and interest, and 
that if we now redeemed the stock atthe premium 
which the Secretary of the Treasury allows, we 
should have to pay so much more. He did not 
say it was proposed to pey the premium. We 
propose to pay the principal and interest for the 
whole time the bonds have to run. 

Mr.MASON, That does not make $8,500,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir, it does. 

Mr. MASON. Then I received false informa- 
tion, because the report, which accompanies the 
bill, certainly makes the premium enter into it, if 
I read it aright. .What we owe is the $5,000,000 
with interest—the interest which has accrued up 
to the time of payment. They ask that we shall 
pay, not only the interest up to the time of pay- 
ment, but that we shall pay in advance the inter- 
est which shall haveaccrued when the time of pay- 
ment arrives. And why? For what reason? We 
are under no obligations to the creditors of Texas, 
none that I see or recognize; and if there were any 
existing, the State of Texas, which is competent 
to determine her own debt, has agreed to receive 
a sum inconsolido for some acquittance to be given 
to the United States. But if we pay the interest 
which will accrue up to 1864, we shall make a 
most extraordinary bargain so far as financial mat- 
ters are concerned. 

Now, as to the creditors of the State of Texas; 
those who held thisscrip. I happen to know some 


| of them, and for those whom 1 know, my sym- 


pathies have been very strongly engaged. Two of 
them are ladies whose petition | presented, asking 
the United States to pay the money. I know thei 
condition, and that of others; but | am not at lib- 


~a~ 


ict cd Rai dea eis tates 2 57. 


yeaa 


eet ts 


Se ead BG TAS 








Rh 


Na 


sgt 


; 
é 
} 
4 


aa 


‘ 
oo ist >. 
pace a 





S 


PNR Ny, outils ak Leow 





1832 tee 


erty to consult my sympathies for these people, 
when I am dealing with a public trust; and lam 
dealing here with a public trustonly. [ canknow 
none but the State of Texas, and the contratt made 
with the State of Texas. This application does 
not come from her, as 1 understand it; but it comes 
from the creditors of Texas. They ask us to in- 
terpose Ourselves between Texas and her creditors, 
and pay the money directly to them. 

Mr. President, the bargain was a bad one when 
made—I mean a bad one on the part of the United 
States. I am not aware that there existed any 
liability to pay this money. I deny that, under 
the terms of the bargain, any liability is to be 
implied; but, be that as it may, the contract is 
made, and we must comply with it, and that is to 


pay $5,000,000 with five per cent. interest on it, | 


when Texas produces her acquittance. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I do notacknowledge the lia- 
bility ofthe Government to pay the debts of Texas. 
I can never admit that the admission of a State 
into this Union, by cutting off the right to tax im- 
portations involves a liability to pay the debts of 
that State antecedently contracted. On the con- 
trary, | hold that the compact which exists be- 
tween the United States and Texas imposes an 
obligation on Texas alone, and that we stand fairly 
clear of any claim on the part of the creditors of 
‘Texas. But, sir, we have entered into acompact— 
and this is the point to which I beg leave to call 
the attention of the Senate—we have entered into 
a compact with the State of Texas to pay the pre- 
cise amount which is embraced in this bill, and 
without a new compact we never can get rid of 
the obligation of that compact, without paying to 
Texas the sum of $8,500,000. The compact was 
to pay $5,000,000 at the end of fourteen years, 
with interest at five per cent. per annum; and five 
per cent. per annum for fourteen years amounts to 
$3,500,000, or to seventy per cent., which added 
to the original, amounts to $8,500,000. Thesum 
proposed to be appropriated by this bill is precisely 
the amount which we haveentered intoa compact 
with Texas to pay for the benefit of her credit- 
ors. 

Now, sir, the only question that arises is with 
regard to the time of payment. I agree, by the 
terms of that compact, we can delay the payment 
of the principal to the end of the fourteen years, 
and we can delay the payment of the interest, 
except the annual interest, running through the 
fourteen years; but when we reach the last end, 
and satisfy the obligation, we shall have paid 
$8,500,000. The question that is presented to 
my mind is this: With an overflowing Treasury, 
with a vastly larger claim on this Government, 
shall we'prefer to hold this money in the public 
Treasury, and pay its interest, instead of now 
paying it over to Texas under an arrangement by 
which we become entirely discharged from any 
claim of her creditors embraced in the bill? It is 
true, it does net pay the whole amgunt, but then 
they had no claim on this Government. Their 
claim was on Texas, and this payment cannot be 
made unless with the assent of the State of Texas. 
W hen, therefore, the State of Texas consents to 


this engagement, and receives the money, we | 
have discharged our obligation, and for the pur- | 


pose of getting rid of this whole claim, I am will- 
ing to advance the money now without any dis- 
count or deduction, and that is what is proposed 
to be done by the bill. That being the case; I 
hope, as it is now understood, the vote will be 
taken upon it without further debate. 


Mr. BRIGHT. The time has elapsed which | 


I asked should be devoted to this bill; and I am 
under a promise to move to postpone it. 

Several Sevarors. Let us take the vote. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If it is the pleasure of the 
Senate to take the vote I have no objection, but | 
am under a promise to let the bill go over now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 


Mr. CHASE. I desire to say a few words upon | 


the subject. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then I move to postpone its 
further consideration until to-morrow. I promised 
to do it, and I shall do it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS SIGNED BY THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of | tion, the effect of which would be, that any one | 
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July 26, 


) SS ee 


|| approved and signed the following acts and joint 


| resolution: 


An act to incorporate the Georgetown Gas-Light 
Company; 


A joint resolution providing for the distribution | 


of the works of Thomas Jefferson; 

An act regulating the time of holding the ses- 
sions of the district and circuit courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Louisiana; 
and 

An act for the relief of Thomas K. Glenn. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the House bill **to grant a homestead 

, of one hundred and sixty acres of the public lands 
to actual settlers,’’ the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Mason to add at the end 
of the bill the following: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall apply 
to any of the public lands lying northwest of the Ohno river, 
and which were ceded to the United States by the Com 
monwealth of Virginia, pursuant to the act ofthat Common- 
wealth, of 300@ of October, 1783, accepted by Congress 
March 1, 1784; the same being by the Virginia acts and 
deed of cession aforesaid, considered as a common fund 
for the use and benefitof such of the United States as have 
become members of the Confederation or Federal Alliance 
of said States, Virginia inclusive, according to their usual 
respective proportions in the general charge and expendi- 
ture, and to be faithfuily and bona fide disposed of for that 
purpose, and for no other use or purpose whatsoever; and 
the sixth article of the Constitution of the United States, 
providing that all ‘* debts contracted and engagements en- 
tered into before the adoption of this Constitution shallbe 
as valid against the Uniied States under this Constitution, 
as under the Confederation.” 


The amendment led to considerable discussion, 
when 

Mr. BAYARD moved that the further consid- 
eration of the subject be postponed until the sec- 
ond Monday in December next. This motion also 
led to along discussion, in which Messrs. Bayarp, 
Butter, Bapcer, Crayton, Gwin, Stuart, 
Waxker, Brown, and others participated. 

Mr. HAMLIN, though opposed to the bill was 


_ opposed to the motion, desiring, as he did, to have 


the bill disposed of at the present session. 

Mr. DOUGLAS urged the friends of the bill to 
resist the motion and sit the bill out. 

Mr. CLAY, though opposed to the original bill, 
would vote against the proposition to postpone. 


Mr. Bararp, and decided in the negative, as fol- 
lows—yeas 24, nays 30. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Mason, and decided in the negative, as fol- 
lows—yeas 17, nays 33. 


Mr. BROWN then moved his amendment for 
the original bil, the effect of which is to allow any 
person to enter a quarter section of unappropriated 
public lands on the following scale, viz: Lands 
offered for sale for five years might be entered 
at one dollar per acre; those for ten years at 
seventy-five cents; those for fifteen years at fifty 
cents; those for twenty years at twenty-five cents; 
and those for twenty-four at twelve and a half 
cents per acre, payable in every instance at the 
expiration of five years, or sooner, at the option 


of the person, but in all cases patent to issue after | 


payment, which was modified by Mr. Cray, and 
accepted by Mr. Brown. 

The question having been taken, it was decided 
in the negative, as follows—yeas 16, nays 32. 

Mr. BELL then moved to amend the bill by 
adding an additional section, the effect of which 
was to grant to any free white citizen of the 
United States who is not a freeholder, and who 
may not desire to settle upon the same a warrant 
for one hundred and sixty acres of land, which 
warrant shall be assignable, the assignee receiving 
it under the requirement to cultivate. 

This amendment also led to a long discussion, 
in which Messrs. Bet, Dawson, Dixon, Hovs- 


| negative—yeas 12, nays 39. 


] also voted down. 
‘|| Mr. BAYARD moved to add to the bill a sec- 


the United States, by Sipney Wensrer, Esq., his || erecting a habitable dwelling on any vacant quar- 
Private Secretary, announcing that he had this day || ter section of public land, and occupy the same 


| stitute for the original, which embodies 
uation and preémption at &e, 


ton, Rusk, Geyer, and others, participated, | 
when the question was taken, and decided in the | 


r. CLAYTON moved to lay the bill on the | 
| table; but the motion was rejected—yeas 16, nays | 


| Other amendments offered by Mr. Bext were | 


| for five years, 
| therefor. 

| This motion led to debate, and it was 
| by the following vote—yeas 19, nays 27, 
Mr. HUNTER then moved his bili 


shall be entitled to receive a Pateng 
rejected 


a8 a sub 
the grad. 


Messrs. CASS and BRIGHT advocated th 
substitute as next best; and if they could not , 
the bill as it came from the House, they Soe 
willing to take Mr. Hunrer’s substitute. a 

Mr. GWIN moved to aniend the substitute 
that preémptions in California be put at one dollar 
per acre; which was agreed to. a 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved to amend the Subst}. 


tute by inserting a provision giving to all ersong 
engaged in the military service since the Revol 
tion one hundred and sixty acres of land, 

Mr. HAMLIN modified the amendment, with 
Mr. Bropueap’s permission, so as to include all 
who had been in any battles; and the question 
having been taken, it was lost, the vote stan 
—yeas 24, nays 24. 

Several attempts were made to adjourn, hy 
were severally defeated on a call of the yeas ang 
nays. 

it was apparent that the friends of the bill were 
determined to resist all efforts to adjourn unti} the 
bill was disposed of. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to strike out several ge. 
tions from the substitute, deelaring that, much ag 
he was opposed to the homestead bill, he would 
infinitely prefer it to the substitute of the Senator 
from Virginia. 

A long debate ensued, in which Messrs. Jones, 
of ‘Tennessee, Dawson, Butter, Toomss, and 
others participated, 

Mr. BAYARD then demanded the yeas and 
nays; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 4, 
nays 33. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN moved two amendments, 
both of which were agreed to; one was a reserva- 
tion of certain Indian rights, and the other to give 
present preémption rights under the bill. 

Mr. CHASE moved an amendment, the effect 
of which was, that when the public lands in any 
State should be reduced to thirty thousand acres, 
they should be ceded to the States in which they 


ding 


| lie. 
The question was then taken on the motion of | 


Mr. HUNTER opposed the amendment, and 
the question having been taken, it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 6, nays 31. 

Mr. BENJAMIN moved an amendment to the 
ninth section, by striking out that portion fixing 


| the price of land to actual settlers at twenty-five 


cents per acre; or if lands have been in market 


| twenty years, at twelve and a half cents, and to 
| insert ‘*at the graduated price fixed by the first 


section of the bill.” 
The question having been taken by yeas and 
nays, it was rejected—yeas 11, nays 29. 

Mr. BAYARD then moved to strike out twen- 
| ty-five cents an acre and insert ‘one cent,”’ so that 
| the price would be merely nominal in effect; which, 
| after discussion, was decided in the negative. 
| Mr. BADGER urged that the bill be reported 

to the Senate and adjourn. They had been in 
continuous session from eleven in the morning 
until eightat night. Such protracted sessions ins 
season so warm was prejudicial to health and 
| wasting to their energies. 

| But further amendments were proposed, and the 
debate continued. 

Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment, the 
| effect of which was to subject the alternate se 
tions reserved for railroad grants to the graduating 

principle, 

On this question the yeas and nays were ordered, 

and it was decided in the negative; yeas 4, nay$ 
| 39. 
Mr. CHASE moved to strike out the word 
‘« white,”’ believing, as he did, that it would giv 
strength to the bill. : 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Cuase, and it received 8 affirmative votes 


nays. ; 
The question was then taken on Mr. Hont#®! 

substitute as it was amended, and it was decid 

|| in the affirmative, as follows—yeas 34, nays 13. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for # 





third reading, and the Senate adjourned at nine 
o’clock, p. m. 


[A perfect report of the proceedings of this day 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, July 21, 1854. 


by he 


he House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer | 
v y. Henry SLIicer. 


The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order is 


the disposiuion of 
private character. 


"Mr. PHILLIPS. 


of 


bills on the Speaker’s table of a 


I ask the unanimous consent 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 


the bill of the Senate-(No. 257) ‘* to confirm the 
slaim of Dusuan de la Croix to a lot of land 
therein described,’’ with a view of taking it up and 


puttr 


the title of a town lot. 


ig it upon its passage. 


It is a bill to confer 
1 will state that this mat- 


ter has been before Congress for three years with- 


out ot 
reach it. 


yjection to it, and we have never been able to 


No objection being made, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of said bill; which was then ordered 


to 


third time, and passed. 


a third reading, and was accordingly read the 


On motion by Mrz? BERNHISEL, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
fies of the House the petition and papers in the case of 
Orcon Hyde, that the same may be referred to the Indian 


bureau. 


Mr. BRIDGES. 


I ask the unanimous consent 


of the House to report back from the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office the petition of 
Cyrus Buckland, master machinist United States 
armory, and that the same may be referred to the 


Committee of Claims. 


There was ro objection; and the petition was 


accordingly referred. 


Mr. MIDDLESWARTH. Circumstances have 


made it necessary for me to leave the city fora 


short time. 


For this reason, I ask the unanimous 


consent of the House to make certain reports now 


in my possession. 


There was no objection; and 

Mr. MIDDLESW ARTH, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, made adverse reports 
upon the petitions in the following cases; which 
were laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed: 

The petition of the children of William Peters, 
of New York, praying for arrears of pension due 
to him for services during the revolutionary war; 


and 


The petition of Achsa Noys, of New York, 


praying for a pension. 


WASHINGTON AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


Mr. MAY. 


I ask the unanimous consent of 


the House to take from the Speaker’s table Sen- 
ale bill (No. 388) ** authorizing the extension of 
the Alexandria and Washington raiiroad into the 


District of Columbia.”’ 


It asks for no appropriation, and I hope there 
wil be no objection to its being taken up and 


passed. 


The bill was read through for information. It 
authorizes the Alexandria and Washington Rail- 
road Company, incorporated by the Legislature of 
Virginia, to construct a railroad from Alexandria, 
in the State of Virginia, to Washington, District 
of Columbia. To extend this road from any 
point on the Virginia side of the Potomac river, 
to which said road may be constructed, at or above 


‘ne aqueduct of the Alexandria canal into the Dis- | 


inet of Columbia, connecting with the Baltimore 
and Washington railroad depot, by the most con- 
venient and practicable route or routes, passing 


‘trough or along such streets or avenues, except | 

t * . 

on Pennsylvania avenue, of Washington and | 
forgetown, as the corporate authorities thereof 


may respectively approve. 

he second section authorizes the said compa- 
ny to construct a bridge over the Potomac river, 
on or above, or west of the aqueduct of the 
Alexandria Canal Company, provided said bridge 


shall only be built on or over the piers of the | 


aqueduct, with the consent of the Alexandria Ca- 
nal Company; and provided further, that, in con- 
S\ructing saic bridge, and crossing the Chesapeake 


and Ohio canal, said bridge and railroad shall be. 
8° constructed as not to injure or obstruct the nav- 


THE 


| through, and | think that it ought to pass, 


igation of said canal; and that this act shall not 
prevent Congress from giving like privileges to 
any other ratiroad company or person. 

The third section provides for the establishment 
of depots in Washington and Georgetown, and 
for the laying of tracks, with proper turnouts, &c., 
in said cities, subject to such terms, conditions, 
restrictions, and taxation, and to such rules and 
regulations relative to the construction, repairs, 
and working of the road within said cities as the 
corporate authorities thereof shall, from time to 
time, respectively prescribe, so far as it may be 
within their limits: Provided, That no higher rates 
of taxation shall be imposed than is prescribed in 
the charters of said cities, and that said company 
shall keep an office in Washington or Georgetown, 
and shall have the powerto sue and be sued, &e. 

Mr. EDGERTON. If the bill gives rise to 
debate, | shall object to it. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 have heard the bill 


] 


read 
It is 
properly guarded, and, with the gentleman’s con- 
sent, | shall call for the previous question. 

Mr. MAY. There are two or t®ree amend- 
ments which I propose to offer, and which are 
necessary for the perfeetion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read a 
second time yet. It will be read a second time, 
and it will be then open for amendments. 

Mr. HAVEN. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question. 

The bill was then read a second time. 

Mr. MAY moved the following amendments; 
which were severally agreed to: 

In the fourteenth line, after the words “‘ or avenues”’ 
insert “except the Pennsylvania avenue.”’ 

In second seciion suike out the word “ their’’ 
sert * a railroad.” 


and in- 


Mr. MAY then offered the following amend- 
ment: 


Add as an additional section: 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company be, and itis hereby, authorized 
to construct and extend the Washington branch of said 
road according to such route as may be most convenient 
through the said District, to some point on the Potomae 
river, opposite to, and near the city of Alexandria, in Vir 
ginia, for the purpose of forming a connection with said 
river, and the lines of railroad running south, subject to the 
provisions of its present charter; and the said company are 
hereby authorized to Jocate, construct, and operate the 
said extensions hereby authorized through such parts of 
the eity of Washington or public reservations as the cor- 
porate authorities thereof, or the President of the United 
States, may consent to; and also to build a bridge or bridges 
over the eastern branch of the Potomac river, at some point 
above the navy-yard: Provided however, That the same 
shall not obstruct the navigation thereof, and said company 
shall have power to locate and establish a depot, and erect 
the necessary buildings thereon, and also to erect such 
wharves and piers into said river as may be necessary: 
Provided, The same shall not obstruct the navigation 
thereof: Provided, further, That the said Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company be subject to the same conditions 
and restrictions in extending their road through any part of 
the city of Washington as are prescribed for the Alexandria 
and Washington Railroad Company. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I raise a question 
of order upon that amendment. It relates to a 
different road and a different subject from that 
provided for in the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill came in by unani- 
mous consent, and refers to a railroad in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES. Exactly, but not to the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to say that my friend 
from Tennessee misapprehends the operation of 
this bill. It simply gives the right to the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company to run their 
road to the river, subject to any restrictions that 
the corporate authorities may see fit to impose 
upon them. It is wise to leave this matter to 


|| them, and I am willing to leave it in their hands. 


1 move the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. 1 submit this question.to the 
Chair, whether it is in order to put one private bill 
upon another? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. It is no private bill. 

Mr. JONES. Then it has no business here 
to-day. 


| Hessee seems to have forgotien that the bill comes 
| up by unanimous consent. 
| Mr. JONES. This amendment has nothing to 


| It relates to an entirely different road. When 
| leave was first asked to take up the bill, I asked 
' for the reading of the bill in order that 1 might 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- | 


do with the Washington and Alexandria railroad. | 





ascertain what was in it; and hearing nothing ob- 
jectionable in it, | made no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Nevertheless, it is in order 
to amend the bill, and it will be for the House to 
determine whether or not the amendment shail be 
adopted, 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main quesuon ordered to be put, being first on 
the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. On that | call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yess and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. Ll now move to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the bill on the table; and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 80, noes 38, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time. 

Mr. HAVEN. | move the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

I'he bill was then read a third time. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Upon the passage of the bill 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decid- 
ed in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed, 

The title having been read, 

Mr. MAY moved to amend the same by adding 
thereto the words ‘* and conferring certain privi- 
leges on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany;’’so as to make it read 

An act authorizing the extension of the Alex- 
andria and Washington ratiroad into the District 
of Columbia, and conferring certain privileges on 

the Baltimore and Ohio Ratiroad Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Qhio. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 
also to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
lar order of business. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to withdraw his call for the regu- 
lar order of business, to enable me to ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House, to report from the 
Committee of Claims certain private bills, for the 
purpose simply of referring them. 

Mr. JONES. I cannot withdraw the call. I 
want the regular order of business. 

Mr. KERR. Have we not the right to report 
private bills on Friday morning? 

The SPEAKER. Not to-day. 

PAYMENT OF LOAN TO NEW MEXICO, 

The joint resolution of the Senate No. 18, being 
first in order on the Speaker’s table, was taken u 
and reada first and second time by its title, as fol- 
lows: 

A resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Territory of New Mexico to adjust and pay to 
Juan C. Armijo, José L. Perea, and James L. 
Collins, the amount by them loaned to the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, 
under authority of a joint resolution of that body, 
approved June 17, 1851. 

Mr. PEJELPS. This resolution does not involve 
an appropriation or expenditure of money, and I 
ask that the House shail putit upon its passage at 

|| this time. I will explain the facts connected with 
it ina very few words. Some two or three years 
ago, the Secretary of the Territory of New Mexico 
being absent during a session of the Legislature, 
the Legislature passed a resolution authorizing the 
negotiation of & loan for the purpose of paying the 
expenses of the session of the Legislative Aseem- 
| bly. Such a loan was negotiated and, received 
|| from these men, and disbursed for the payment of 
(| the €xpenses of the session. A portion of the 


I call for the regu- 
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money can be paid from the Treasury, but the 
money received from those men cannot be paid 
without the authority of Congress. ‘There isa 
sufficient amount of money on hand from the - 
propriation for these expenses to pay the whole 
amount, and all that is necessary is the recognition 
of the loan by Congress. The money ought to 
be refunded to these men who have actually paid 
it out, and I hope there will be no objection to 
having the resolution put upon its passage. l move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


The joint resolution was then ordered to be | 


read a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third me, and passed. 


SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate 
bills, which were severally read a first and second 
time by their titles, as rollows, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims: 

S. No. 443. An act forthe relief of A. G. 
Penn; and 

S. No. 403. An act for the relief of Gaston T. 
Raoul. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. DENT. 
sent of the House for leave to report back to the 
House several Senate bills. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I understand the 
gentleman from Georgia is not in good health, and 
i trust that there may be no objection to his prop- 
osition. 

There was no objection, and 

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back Senate bill (No. 106) ‘* to 
authorize the payment of invalid pensions to the 
heirs of Lieutenant Robért White and others,’’ 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. DENT. 
there be no objection, Lask that it be now put on 
Its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does not the bill 
sane for an appropriation out of the public 


‘reasury for the payment of these balances of | 


pension? 
Mr. DENT. It does. . 
Mr. JONES. Then, under the rule, it must 
have its first consideration in a Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I hope there may be 


unanimous consentto allow the bill to be now put | 


on its passage. 

Mr. JONES. Let it go to the committee. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered the 
bill to be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported adversely on Senate bill No. 
360, ** for the relief of John McVey;”’ which was 
laid upon the table. 


The House, by unanimous consent, then pro- | 


ceeded to consider the private bills reported on 
Friday and Saturday last from a Committee of the 


Whole House, with the recommendation that | 


they do pass 

Senate bill No. 76. * An act to authorize Vic- 
tor Morass to relinquish certain lands and enter 
the same quantity elsewhere.”’ 

The bill was read in ertenso. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time; and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I withdraw any 
objection to reporting any private bills for the pur- 
= of referring them to a Committee of the 

hole House. os 


The SPEAKER. The House have already | 
sed of all the private bills upon the Speaker’s | 


dis 
table. 

Mr. JONES. 1 mean the private bills in the 
hands of members to be reported, but not to be 
put upor their a 

Mr. ORR, 
bills reported from a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I will say that it will not 
take five minutes to report the bills | have in my 


TH 


I would ask the unanimous con- | 


The bill is a just one, and if | 


think we had better dispose of the || 


mittee of the Whole House without amendments, 
| were severally ordered to be read a third time, and 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

S. No. 73.-An act for the relief of the legal rep- 
regentatives of Joshua Kennedy, deceased ; 

S. No. 127. An act for the relief of John Pha- 
van; 

S. No. 125 
liams; 

5. No. 90. An act for the relief of Charles 
Cooper & Co.; 

S. No. 91. An act for the relief of James Dun- 
ning; and 

S. No. 29. An act for the relief of Joseph Mit- 
chell. 

House bill (No. 99,) ‘* for the relief of Captain 
George Simpton, of Galveston,’’ and House bill 
(No. 131) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Ge- 
rard,’’ reported without amendment, were sever- 
ally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

House bill (No. 173) ‘* for the relief of Mrs. 
Helen MacMhy, widow of the late Colonel Aneas 
Mackay, deputy quartermaster general of the 
United States Army,’’ came up next in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 
the previous question upon the engrossment of 
that bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird ume; and being engrossed, it was sub- 
sequently read a third time. 

Mr. ORR. Thet was a bill which gave rise to 
a good deal of debate incommittee. 1] wasmyself 
opposed to the principle of the bill. | think it is 
wrong, and therefore | demand the yeas and nays 
upon its passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 58; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Appleton, Ashe, Bennett, 
Benson, Bliss, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
Chandler, Clark, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Thomas 
Davis, Dick, Dickinson, Dunbar, Eastman, Eddy, Edmuand- 
son, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, 
Florence, Franklin, Goodrich, Greenwood, Grow, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Harrison, Henn, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, 
Johnson, Kerr, Knox, Lamb, Lindsley, McCulloch, Me- 
Dougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall, Mid- 
dieswarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Noble, Olds, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peckham, Preston, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Sabin, 
Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, 
Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew 
Swart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G, Taylor, Thurston, 
Upham, Vail, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 


. An act for the relief of Ezra Wil- 


Washburn, Welle, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, and Zol- || 


licoffer —92 ‘ 

NAYS—Meesrs. David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barry, Belcher, Bocock, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caskie, 
Chrisman, Churchwell, Cobb, Cox, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dent, Dunham, Edgerton, Faulkner, Fuller, Giddings, 
Goode, Hendnecks, Hibbard, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Kit- 
tredge, Kurtz, Leteher, Lilly, McMullin, McNair, Mc- 
Queen, May, Smith Miller, Milison, Morrison, Murray, Orr, 
Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Robbins, Rowe, Ruffin, 
Shaw, Shower, Skelton, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Witte, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—58. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I nowask the unanimous 
consent of the House, to allow me to report from 
the Committee on Claims certain bills for the pur- 
pose of reference only. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 hope the gentleman will 
Speakep’s table. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Itis not probable that we 
|| shall get through with those bills to-day. 
| TheSPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 
| Objection was made. 


The following bills reported from the Committee 


of the Whole without amendment, were then | 


TT ee 


wait until we have disposed of the bills upon the | 


} 
} 
} 
| 
} 
| 


| taken from the Speaker’s table, ordered to be en- | 


| grossed and read a third time, and being engrossed, 
| were severally read a third time, and passed: 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


_ the United States and the State of N 


July 21, 


ew York, for 


military stores in the war of 18]9. 
H. R. No. 107. A bill for the relief ‘ 
Grignon was next in order, a 

An amendment was reported by the 
of the Whole to strike out the word 
Grignon,”’ and insert ‘the legal re 
of the Menomonee tribe of Indians.’ 

Mr. ae a move the following as 4 
substitute to the amendment reported + 
mittee of the Whole. " y the Com. 


Add at the end of the bill the following words: 
Provided, That before the money shall be paid to 
said Grignon, the consent of the said tribe of iene 
Judians shall be obtained thereto, which consent shall be 
certified to by the sub-agent of said tribe. be 


The SPEAKER. The amendment is not ip 
the nature of a substitute, and the question must 
be first taken upon the amendment reported by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
amendment read, 

Mr. EASTMAN. I can state the case in jecs 
time than it will require to read the amendment 
The bill proposes to pay $19,000 to Robert Gric. 
non, according to the report of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, under the treaty of 1836. The 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Lercner,) after 
an examination of the claim, found that the 
money was due; but, that there might be no chance 
of fraud, he moved that the money should be paid 
to the assigns of the said Menomonee tribe of Ip. 
dians. Now, sir, as it is exceedingly difficult to 
ascertain what an assignment of a tribe of Indians 
is, | propose that, instead of adopting this amend- 
ment, we shall provide, that this tribe of Indians 
shall give their assent before the money shali be 
paid. This is the amendment.I have offered. 

The question was then taken upon the amend. 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole; 
and it was disagreed to. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Eastmay was 
then adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 

| grossed and read a third time; and, being en- 
Gromeee was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

| The bill of the House (No. 176) “ for the relief 

| of Pamela Brown, the widow of Major General 
Jacob Brown, late of the United States Army, 

| deceased,’’ reported with an amendment, came 

| up next in order, 

Mr. KNOX. I move the previous question. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I would appeal to the 
' gentleman to allow a brief explanation of the 
/ amendment of the Committee of the Whole.’ 

Mr. KNOX. This bill was considered in 
| committee, after the reading of the report accom- 
panying it; and was reported to the House with 
/ amendment, by a general vote. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois 
| has called the previous question, and debate isnot 

in order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I hope the previous 
| question may not receiveasecond. There ought 
| to be some explanation of the amendment, — 
The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 
| read. : 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike ont the words: ‘ at the rate of thirty dollars per 
month, to commence on the first day of January, 1854, and 
| to continue for ten years from that date, and then cease : 
| Provided, however, That if the said Pamela Brown shall 
die before the expiration of said period of ten years, the 
pension hereby granted shall cease at her death.”’ And in 

| lien thereof insert the following : 
And to pay ber a pension at the rate of one half the pay 
per month to which her said busband was entitled at the 
| time of his death; said pension to commence on the first 


Committes 
oe Rober 
presentatives 


Let us hear the 


day of January, 1838, and to continue during her natural 


| 
| order that | may make a single inquiry. 
| 
} 


| life. 
| Mr. FAULKNER. I beg the gentleman to 
withdraw his call for the previous question, " 


Mr. KNOX declined to withdraw the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I must really ask the 
House to allow me some explanation of this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. } would like to inform the 


| House-— 


Cries of ‘* Order !”"} 


=—=> 


“A wena et et 


hands. ‘They can be “referred to a Committee of | H. R. No. 174. A bill for the relief of D. C. he previous question was seconded, and the 
the Whole House. | Cash and Giles U. Ellis. | main question ordered to be put. 
Mr. MACE. 1 object. | H-R. No. 110. A bill authorizing the payment Mr. FAULKNER. I call for the yea# and 
The following Senate bills reported from a Com- ! of the balance of the property accounts between || nays upon the addption of the amendment. 
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; as end nays were ordered. | 
aos yiestion oar talbetis and it was decided in | 
the affirmaurve—yeas 87, nays 59; as follows: 


| 

yEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Belcher, Bennett, || 
pensom, Bridges, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, || 
‘ ambertain, Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Dick, || 
Dickinson, Ergerton, Thomas D. Eliot, Everhart, Farley, || 
5 won, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Goodrich, Greens || 
ne jwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hill, Howe, || 
; a = Hunt, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kuox, Lil 
Eee loch, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Mau- 
3) Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Murray, Noble, 
or fs Andrew Olver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pe kha, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, David Ritchie, 
Robbins, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shower, Simmons, 
Gert Smith, William R. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P 
syanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, John J. 
Taylor, John L. Taylor, Tweed, Upham, Vail, Wade, 
Walbridge, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash 
burn, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—87. 

wAYsS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, David 
J. Bailey, Bliss, Bocock, Breckinridge, Caskie, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clingman, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dent, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ellison, Faulkner, Giddings, Goode, 
Grow, Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, Johnson, George Ww. 
Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, 
Lindsley, McMullin, McQueen, May, Smith Miller, Mill- 
Morrison, Nichols, Packer, Joho Perkins, Phelps, 


son, La Hs 
Ready, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Skelton, Samuel A. || 
Smith, William Smith, George W. Smyth, Stratton, 


Andrew Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, ‘rout, Vansant, 
Wheeler, Witte, Hendrick B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—s9. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was adopted, and to | 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I present the following resolu- 
tion, which involves a question of privilege, and 
afier it is read, I will only make a very few re- 
marks. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee of which the Hon. Mr. 
Letcher is chairman, be instructed to communicate to this 
House any communication made to that committee reflect- 
ing upon the representative character of T. H. Bayly,a 
member of this House, by Ben. E. Green, or others, with a 
view that the House may take such action as to them may 
seem proper, the said committee having decided that it was 
not within théir jurisdiction. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (sotto voce.) 
question of privilege. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is emphatically a question of 
privilege. ' : 

Mr. HOUSTON. What I uttered was in an 
under tone, and not intended to be made public; 
but I will say that I doubt very much its being a 
question of privilege. A committee having been 
appointed under the direction of the House, who 
jaye charge of this subject, it does seem to me 
that it ought to be not only permitted but required 
to finish its action, before a member of this body 
can, by a resolution of the House, bring the un- 
finished report of that committee before the House 
for adjudication or action. | do not pretend to 
say that the gentleman is not right in bringing the 
matter to the notice of the House. 

Mr. BAYLY. My personal character is in- 
volved in it. 


That is not a 


Mr. LETCHER. If my colleague will give | 


way a moment, I will satisfy the House about the | 
matter. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg to submit my own state- 
ment. This is a matter in which my honor is | 
concerned. The special committee have declined 
to take jurisdiction of a personal imputation on | 


me—an imputation on one of the oldest members || 


THE 


| cause any delay in this matter. 


|| sented the resolution. 


|| Mr. CAMPBELL. 


————___—_.—_—__ 





Mr. LRTCHER. Has the resolution been 
adopted ? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
adopted as yet. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, I do not deem it ne- 
cessary to say more at present than to confirm 
the statement made by my colleague, that the spe- 
cial committee have disposed of this matter so far 
as they are concerned. Probably, after the reso- 


It has not been 


| lution has been disposed of, | may have some- 


thing more to say in relation to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 do not wish to throw 
any obstructions in the way of the desire of the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayxy,| nor to 
But | should like 
to learn from the honorable chairman of the select 
committee the reason why that committee did not 


| take jurisdiction of the matter, and seport on it to 


the House? I should like an explanation to be 


| given on this point, so that the House may 
| thoroughly understand the matter. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Pue ps oc- 
cupying the chair.) Does the gentleman from 
Ohio yield to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hovston ?] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | prefer to yield to the 
gentleman from Virginia, |[Mr. Lercuer,]} as I 
have propounded a question to him. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was going to present to 





| the consideration of the gentleman from Ohio him- 


self, [Mr. CampBect,] as well as to that of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Letrcuer,] that if 
we commence to draw out information from that 
committee, we may interfere with their investiga- 
tion. 1 donot know what the committee has been 
doing; and | may say, in excuse for myself, that I 
do not know that any charges had been made 
against the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bay- 
LY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not propose to draw 
anything from that committee, except the reasons 
which will justify this House in yielding to the 
request of the honorable gentleman who has pre- 
If the gentleman’s honor 
| has been impugned; if it has been assailed through 
| this committee, | want to know why that com- 
| mittee did not take jurisdiction of the matter, and 
| exculpate him from the charges preferred against 

him, so as to preclude the necessity of raising 
| another special committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. Suppose, sir, a charge were 
| preferred against the gentleman from Ohio, of five 
or six years’ standing, and brought to the atten- 
tion of that committee, would he consider, under 
the resolution which organized this committee, 
| limiting it to matters before this Congress, that 
| we had the right to go back five or six years, and 
| commencing there, come down to the present 
time? There never would be an end to the inves- 
tigation. 


I understand, then, from 
| what the gentleman says, that the committee did 
not think the resolution under which it acts was 
sufficiently general in its character to enable them 
to make an investigation of this particular matter ? 
Mr. LETCHER. Certainly. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I should like to 
| know whether that committee is confining itself 
simply to the ae of charges in relation 
| to Colt’s patent; for | understand, from the terms 
| of the resolution, and | think it was so understood 
by the House,*that it was the purpose of the 
ous to give that committee full and ample 





of this House—made against my conduct while | 


was enjoying the highest favors of this House || 
during two successive sessions of Congress, in one | 
of which I was chairman of the Committee of || 


Ways and Means, and in the other of which I 
was chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs I have been advised to take no notice of this 
imputation, on the ground that it obviously grows 
out of malice. But, sir, | do not choose to do that. 
By order of the special committee, I have seen 
that document; and I mean that this House, and 
the country, shall see that communication, and | 
mean, if the House will indulge me, that a com- 
mittee of this House shall be appointed to investi- 
gate the charges made against me, that the stamp 
of falsehood and infam may be placed upon the 
brow of my accuser. {do-not choose to wait. It 
is only five minutes ago that I 3aw this document, 
and the charge contained in it shall be investigated, 
if this House will allow me justice. 


| powers to go back and meke a full investigation 
of all these charges of corruption. There have 
been inuendoes and charges thrown out here, in 
rather a loose and irresponsible way, affecting the 
| character of the members of this House, involving 
thei in bribery, and in being controlled by im- 
| proper influences. I think it is high time to put 
a stop to this system of general and incessant 
| slander. 

| Some members of this body nt 

blame for giving too much weight and dignity to 
vague outside rumors, and mere newspaper trash. 
I was not present at the time this committee was 
raised, but had 1 been, | should have taken the 


erhaps to 





| dorsed to some extent by being repeated on this 


to bring odium upon Congress. Upon these idle 
rumors it was thought necessary to raise a com- 


mittee of investigation; and now that the com- | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


i 


ground that these loose inuendoes, by being in- | 


floor, had a greater tendency than anything else | 


|| Virginia has now done. 


1835 








| mittee is raised, | should hope they would go fully 
| into the investigation of the whéle matter, and 
make a report, so that we may know whether there 
is any foundation in fact for any of these rumors 
circulated throughout the country, and repeated 
on this floor, so as to implicate, to some extent, 
the entire body. 
I will move the previous question upon this res- 
olution, if- 
Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) I have the 
floor, I believe. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Campseit] was recognized by 
the Chair, and was upon the floor. The gentle- 





| man from Ohio made an inquiry of the gentleman 


from Virginia, (Mr. Lercuer,) and, in the opinion 
of the Chair, he yielded only for a reply. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. | merely intimated my 


| purpose to cut off this debate, so that we might 


proceed to business. But before | make the mo- 


| tion, I will yield to the gentleman from Virginia a 


moment, retaining, however, my right to the floor. 

Mr. EDGERTON. If thegentleman from Vir- 
ginia will allow me, I wish tosay to my colleague, 
(Mr. Campse t,] that I hope before he calls for 
the previous question, he will permit me to offer 
an amendment to the resolution. I propose to 
amend by inserting after the name of the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Baytr] the 


| words ‘or any other member of this House,” 


| and to insert after the name of Mr. Green the 
words ‘‘ or any other person.”’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My judgment differsfrom 
that of my colleague. Inasmuch as the honora- 
ble gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayy] has felt 

| that the imputation sought to be cast upon his 
character is of sufficient importance to call the 
attention of the House to it, I think it is due tu 
him that his request be granted; but I have no 
idea myself of assuming the position here that 
there is any ground to suspect any member, until 
| something sufficiently definite is charged by e re- 
| sponsible person. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my colleague allow 
me to make a suggestion ? , 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I merely wish to state that 
the usual! course of this House has been, whenever 
|a member has felt himself asdniled in his official 
| capacity, to regard him as possessing a right to 
| demand an investigation, as the gentleman from 

I therefore hope my col- 

| league will withdraw his objection, and that the 

| resolution will be adopted unanimously. 

| Mr.CAMPBELL. I agree fully with my col- 
league in what he has said; but it seems to me 
that it is better to wait until specific charges have 

| been made of sufficient importance to cal! for in- 
vestigation, and not to act upon mere idle rumors. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
mah from Ohio to allow me a word. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I had intended to have 
| moved the previous question; but if the gentleman 
| from Virginia desires to speak, I will yield to the 

gentleman. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg to say that I have not the 
slightest disposition to make the slightest com- 
plaint of the course of the gentleman from Ohio, 
but I will say to him that this is no case of mere 

eo charge. 

Mr. PBELL. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. B ¥: If it had been a mere charge of 
| letter-writers, | should not have felt it due to my- 

self to have said one word. But here is a com- 

munication that has been sent to a committee of 

this House, signed by a name that is known, at 
least in this House. The gentleman from Ohio 
| may not know, until [ inform him of it, that this 
| communication was made to this House substan- 

tially many years ago, and it turned out that 
| there was so little semblance of truth about it that 
| the House refused to give it any attention. But, 
| sir, 1am a little sensitive about the matter. I want 
| to brand the thing as it will be branded when the 
| facts become known. 

Mr. WALSH. — I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will take the thing as philosophicaily as 
| I did when a communication was sent by a con- 

victed thief to some blockhead down South about 
|; me. 
Cries of ** Order !’"} : 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
| from New York is not in order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from 
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Virginia will not understand me as making any 
sort of complamt about the course he is taking. 
On the contrary, | think if a communication 
about me, of that character, had been sent to a 


cormmittee of this House by a responsible man, I° 


should bave taken the same course that he is 
taking. I think, under the circumstances, the re- 
quest of the gentleman for a special committee to 
investigate the matter ought to be granted. But, 
sir, my object ia to dispose of this matter, that we 
may go on with the business of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. | hope the gentleman will 
allow me to say a word before he calls the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. LETCHER. I want to say a word as to 
the action of our committee. We decided, at the 
outset, that our jurisdiction, under the resolution 
of the House constituting the committee, should 
be limited to the present Congress and the mem- 
bers f the present Congress; that we had no 
powe to go beyond it. And now a word with 
regard to this communication. This case goes as 
far back as the Twenty-Ninth Congress, and goes 
on to the last Congress in its charges against my 
colleague, Under these circumstances, we con- 
ceived that we had no right to investigate the mat- 
ter. If we were to go back to investigate the 
charges that might be brought before us, there 
would be no stopping; we should not be able to 
bring the investigation to a close atall. Itis our 
wish to bring our labors to a close as speedily as 
possible, and, therefore, we have given such a 
construction to the resolution as will confine our 
investigations to the present Congress, 

Now, one word to the gentleman from Ohio over 
the way. |Mr. Epeertron,| with regard to the 
members of the present Congress, that there may 
be no misunderstanding as to the duties of the 
committee. | will say that, so far as members of 
the present Congress are involved, the committee 
will, in the discharge of their duty, ascertain the 


Certainly. 


facts so far as they are able, and report them for 


the action of the House. So far as the members 
of the House are concerned, our action applies to 
them, one and all, so far as they are brought be- 
fore us, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think that the decision 
of the committee in that respect was very proper, 
and | now apprehend their difficulty. | call for 
the previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was taken; and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. BAYLY. The resolution having been 
adopted, the matter being one of privilege, and 
being informed by my colleague that he is ready 
to produce the communication referred to in the 
resolution, | ask that it may be at once received 
and read, and the committee ordered. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’’] 

The Clerk then read the communication, as 
follows: 

Wasuineron, July 13, 1854. 


Hon. Joun Letcner, Chairman of the Committee of In- 
quiry, appointed under House resolution of the 8th July, 
1854: 

Sin: The second clause of the resolution of the 8th in- 
stant, under which the committee of inquiry, of which 
you are chairman, was appointed, reads as follows : 

*'To inquire whether money has been offered to members, 
or other illegal or imprgper means used, ei or 
indirectly, to secure the passage or defe bill 
through Congress.” 

I beg leave to cell the attention of the committee to the 
following case, which, for sake of perspicuity, I state in 
the form of specific charges : 

Charge]. That W. W. Corcoran, banker, did offer to 
Thomas ff. Bayly, chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means ofthe Thirty-First Congress, money, or the use 
of money, coupled with a proposition that said Bayly 
should unite with said Corcoran in a joint speculation in 
United States Government securities. 

I observe that the resolution does not propose any inquiry 
as tO Whether such offers of money,-if made, were ac- 
eépted. Butin making this charge, I think proper to add, 
that, in this particular case, as [ am informed, said Bayly, 
afier eonsitation with his father-in-law, Judge May, de- 
clined said Corcoran’s proposals, for the reason that Judge 
wes did not think well of said proposed speculations. 

hether or not said offer of the use of money was re- 
peated by said Corcoran to said Bayly, in connection with 
or apart from other joint or separate speculations, | am not 
prepared to assert. But that the purpose and effect of said 


f any 


of the Committee of Ways and Means, held a control over 
all the appropriation bills, in most of which said Corcoran 
was direetly or indirectly mterested, is a neeessary and irre- 


THE CONGRESSION 


offer was “ to secure the passage ofa bill through Congress,” | 
or as a general vetainer to said Bayly, who, as chairman | 


and the facts which I herewith respectfully submit, and 
hold myself ready to prove, viz: 

Charge 2. That said Thomas H. Bayly, as chairman of 
the Committee of Waves and Means, of the Thirty Pirst 
Congress, and as chairman of the Committee of Foreign 


| whieh I wish to submit are of record, and eas 


| 


Affairs of the Tpirty-Second Congress, did **use impfoper, | 


if not illegal, means,”’ to wit, williulmisrepresentavion and 
falsehood, involving a breach of trust reposed in him by 


* to secure the passage” of the acts of September 26, 1850, 
and February 10, 1852, making appropriations for the pay 


| liewe that, if your committee will give mea fq 
| Can prove all and more than I have ebarged. 
the House, and intended to deceive the House, and thereby 1] 


ment of the indemnity due to Mexico ufder the treaty of | 


Guadalupe Hidalgo, with the full kKuowledge and purpose 
on the part of said Bayly, that the money appropriated by 
said acts would be, and the same was subsequently paid 
to said Corcoran and others ; aud with the further kaow!l- 
edge on the part of said Bayly that a large sum of money 
would be, and a large sum, to wit, near half a million dol 


lars, was thereby lost to the United States, which might | 
have been saved, bad the reasonable wishes of the Mexi 


to. 

Specification t. 
whereas the Mexican Government, being in great want of 
money, and under the necessity of procuring advances at 
Aninterest of eighteen to twenty-four per cent. per annom 
trom the bankers employed by the United States to pay said 


can Government, as to the mode of paymeut, been acceded 


Willful misrepresentation. In this: that || letter from Mr. Whittlesey accompanying the dog 


|; uments. 


gambler ? 


| not investigating the matter. 


indemnity, a proposition was submitted, on behalf of the | 


Mexican Government to the United States Government, 
and especially to the said Thomas H. 
character of chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and 


Means; and whereas, the said proposition was, thatan ar- | 


rangement should be made either to pay the said indemnity 
in advance of its falling due, directly to the Mexican Gov 
f7nament, in the same manner as the payments under the 
late treaty was made to General Almonte, the Mexican 
Minister, or that drafts should be accepted by the United 
States Government, so as to render the same negotiable, 
the United States Government, in either case, taking a full 
receipt and acquiitauce direct trom the Mexican Govern- 
ment. 


Nevertheless, the sail Bayly endeavored to deceive, and | 


did deceive, the House of Representatives, by misrepre 


senting the nature of the said propusition, submitted as | 


aforesaid, in behalfof the Mexican Government, and by 


stating Uiat said proposition conten:plated that Duff Green | 


and Ben. E. Green were to be employed as the agents and 
bankers of the United States in making said 
when said Bayly well Knew that no such agency was ever 
contemplated by the said proposed arrangement. 
Specification 2. Falsehood. In this: that said Bayly 
stated to the House of Representatives that said Ben. FE. 


Sayly, in his official | 


payment, | 


| the case. 


L GLOBE. 


| which [ am one of the oldest members, and whose 
| the positions which I have occupied in this body 


| House to order a committee to look into this mat. 


Green, when acting as chargé d’affaires of the United States | 


in Mexico, bad received, and tailed to account for, the 
fourth and fifth installments of the indemuity due by Mex 
ico to citizens of the United States, under the convention 
of 1843, when sand Bayly well knew that his said statement 
was utterly false. 
another member of the House to withdraw said false charge, 
he (Bayly) said: ** [ did not so charge, as the report of ny 
speech will show, for this whole matter was involved in 
doubt,”’—[see Cong. Globe, 1 sess. 32 Cong., page 359)— 
when said Bayly well knew that said matter was not in- 
volved in any doubt, because the circumstances of these 
alleged payments had been investigated by Mr. Slidell, 
United States Minister to Mexico, whose report fully ex 
onerated said Ben. E. Green trom all responsibility in the 
premises, and said Bayly had fully examined not only Mr. 
Slideli’s said report, as published in the congressional ree- 
ords—[Ex. Doc., No. 133, Ist sess. 29th Cong.]—but, as 
he btimself stated, had also examined the original decu 
ments on file in the State Department; and, therefore, must 
have known that his said original charge, and the aseertion 


made said charge, were alike false and calninnious. 
Specification 3. Willful falsefiood. In this: that after 
quoting from the civil and diplomatic bill of the 3d March, 
1845, the following clause, to wit: 
** For paying the April and July installments of the Mexi 
can indemaites, due in 1844, the sum of $275,000: Pro 
vided, It shall be ascertained to the satisfaction of the Ameri 


the Mexican Government, to the agent appointed by the 
United States to reeeive the same, in such manner as to 
discharge ali claims on the Mexicau Government; and said 
agent to be a delinquent in remitting the money to the 
United States;”? the said Bayly, to give color to his said 
false accusation of said Ben. E. Green, and thereby to se 
cure the passage of said bills, in the form desired by said 
Coreoran, said as follows: 

** Aller the passage of the law, to which I have referred, 
Mr. Polk, through Mr. Siidell, and our consul in Mexico, 
Mr. Black, instituted aninguiry in Mexico to ascertain, if 
possible, whether the contingency provided for had hap- 
pened He became satisfied % had, and the money was paid. 
{Congressional Globe, second session Thirty-Second Con 
gress, page 340. ] 

Whereas, said Bayly well knew that no part of the 
money Was ever paid under the act quoted by him, and 
that Mr. Polk ascertained by the said inquiries of Messrs. 
Slidell and Black that the said contingency had not hap- 
pened, and, therefore, refused to make any payments under 
the act quoted by said Bayly; and that the claimants, be- 
cause of Mr. Polk’s said refusal to pay under the said act, 
applied at the next session of Congress, and procured the 
insertion of the tollowing clause in the civil and diplomatic 
bill of August 10, 1846, to wit: 

‘* For paying the principle and interest of the fourth 

| and fifth installments of the Mexican indemnities due in 
the year 1844, the sum of $320,000: Provided, The claim- 
ants, each for himself, shali relinquish to the United States 
his right to said installments: Provided, further, That each 
of the claimants shall agree to take in payment the scrip of 

| a stock bearing interest-at five per cent. payable ‘in five 


| years. 
| Respectfully submitted, 
P.S. 


BEN. E. GREEN,” 
1 submit herewith a copy of a report from the 


sistible caroliary from thesubsequent conduct of said Bayly, || Comptroller, which fully proves the charge of falsehood as 
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And when afterwards calied upon by || 


} 


with whicirhe accompanied his subsequent denial of having || these allegations, as to commitimyself, toa partial 


| extent, before the House. 
| this, that these parties never could and never did 


| perience, then, has taught me the folly of relying 
can Government, that said installments have been paid by || 


‘that this matter be referred to a commitiee of 


/suggestion is, whether we cannot express the 
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But the witnesses whom it will be necessary te on 
intimate friends of said Bayly, and will be vere eon Mt 


. ‘ ae ery re 
to stalg any facets to bis prejudice. Nevertheless at 


aware of the disadvantage of my position, | confidently 4. 

ir chanee, j 
BEN. E. GREEN. 

Is that Green, the reformed 





set forth in specification third, Most of the 


Mr. WALSH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is ay ; 
dorsement on this communication, made, us | - 
derstand, by the chairman of the select . 
tee. Shall ut be read? 

Mr. LETCHER. That is an indo, 
made by the committee, stating their reas 


COM Mit. 


Sement 
ons for 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is also » 


Mr. BAYLY. They have nothing to do with 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House only 


directed the chairman of the special committee 1g 
report the communication of Ben. E. Green, which 
bas been read. The other documents accompany. 
ing itare not noticed by the resolution. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is not, Mr. Speaker, on my 
own account, as God knows, that I take this 
course; but it is on account of this House, of 


confidence | have, to a large extent enjoyed, ag 


show. Itis on that account alone, that I ask thig 
ter; and I ask the Speaker that no personal friend 
of mine be put upon that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What number 
of members does the gentlethan propose that the 
committee shall consist of? 

Mr. BAYLY. I presume, seven. 

Mr. WALSH. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Barty] will withdraw his resol. 
tion. It 1s giving entirely too mach importance 
to the charges of some miserable vagabond. Who 
is this Green ? 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to say a word or two 
in relation to this matter. At the time the bill 
was pending before the House providing for the 
payment of the indemnity to the Republic of Mex- 
ico, | was induced to oppose the propositions of 
the then chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Bayty.] This course I was induced 
to take by allegations made in reference to the then 
Secretary of State; allegations made by the very 
same parties who have filed these charges against 
the gentleman from Virginia. 1 was at that time 
indiscreet enough to rely so far on the truth of 















But the result was 


furnish me with the first fact to substantiate the 
allezations made, and which I was instanced to 
reproduce to some extent before this House. Ex- 


upon any statement of the gentleman who make 
these charges. I object therefore to raising any 
committee, because [ know that such will be the 
end of it; that it will all end in smoke. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chait 
understand the gentleman from Virginia to move 


seven, with power to send for persons and pa- 
pers ? 

Mr. BAYLY. That is my motion. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 desireto make asuggestion 
to the House, which I hope will meet its appro- 
bation, and which | think will answer all the pur 
poses of the appointment of a committee. My 


opinion of the House upon the charges contained 
in that paper by a motion to lay the whole pro 
ceedings upon the table, and thus give it a more 
emphatic reprobation than if it were referred to & 
committee, 
Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. I move the 
previous question. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
put, Mr. Bayzy’s motion was agreed to. 
PAMELA BROWN. f 
The question then recurred upon ordering 
House bill (No. 176) ‘for the relief of Pamela 
Brown,” to be engrossed and read a third time; 
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od being put, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
7 read a third ume; and being engrossed, it was 
a rdingly read the third time. 
se HENDRICKS. | I move to reconsider the 
gote by which the bill was ordered to be read a 


ird ume. 
tite * - + . . 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
ne Chair whether the previous question does 
ill operate, and whether the gentleman from 


‘ t 


“ " has now the right to make his motion, 
od debate iff 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

meation 18 exhausted. 
“ve HENDRICKS. I feel that it is my daty 
to call the attention of this House for a few min- 
ytes—perhaps not to exceed five minutes—to this 
pill, As the chairman of the committee to which 
hie bill was referred, it became my duty to in- 
vestivate it. The committee did investigate it, 
and reported upon it. But when it came back to 
+ e House, there was a bill from the Senate upon 
she eame case, containing precisely the provisions 
wl , are contained in the amendment which has 
heen reported from a Committee of the Whole 
House. When that bill came up in the House it 
was laid upon the table. 

| was not in the Hall on Friday last when this 
hill was considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and when this amendment, to which I object, was 
adopted. I tried to get the floor this morning be- 
fore the question was upon the amendment, but 
having failed, and the amendment having been 
dopted, I now feel it to be my duty to explain its 
effect. 

Mrs Brown applied at the Pension Office for 
the pension to which she claimed she was entitled 
under the general law of 1802 That application 
was rejected because she could not prove her claim. 
She could not establish the fact that her husband 
died of the wounds received in the war of 1812, 
and her application was, for that reason, rejected, 
and she came here and asked for special relief at 
the hands of Congress. And why? Becauseshe 
eould not establish her case according to the tech- 
nical rules adopted at the Pension Office. She 
comes here and undertakes to establish substan- 
tially before Congress what. she could not estab- 
lish technically before the Department, and asks 
Congress to grant her relief. 

And what would she have received, if she had 
succeeded in establishing her claim to a pension 
under the law of 1802? She would have received 
$100 per month for five years. And if she had 
established her right to a pension under the law 
of 1836, she would have received a pension of 
thirty dollars a month for five years. Thatis the 
law now in force, and under that law she could 
not have received more than the amount I have 
named. ‘These were the facts under which the 
case came before us, and | ask the Houseif it was 
the duty of the committee to have reported more 
as special relief than she would have received 
under the general law, if she had been able to es- 
tablish her claim technically at the Pension Office? 
The committee with which | am connected*have 
adopted as their rule, that where special relief is 
granted, tht special relief shall be made to corres- 
pond as nearly as possible to the general law. 
General laws were established on mature and de- 
liberate consideration to cover a class of cases. 
The committee have adopted asa rule that they 
will not take special cases which cannot be proved 
at tie Pension Office, and put them on a better 
footing than those which can. Why not give 
Mrs. Brown the same relief which she would have 
obtained had she proved her case in the Pension 
Office? [ know of no reason. The bill, as 
amended, gives her a pension equal to the half 
pay of her husband as Major General from 1838 
up to this time, and to continue during her natural 
life I do not know, what it will amount to, nor 
can we exactly tell until it is submitted to the 
Attorney General for his consideration. If it be 
the pay proper, then she would receive $100 per 
month since 1838. If it be the general receipts of 
Major General, then she would receive $200 per 
month since 1838. I will now yield to the gen- 
“eman from Virginia, who désires to make a few 
remarks. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [thank my friend from 
ndiana [Mr. Henpricks] for the privilege of 
making one or two remarks on this bill. When 
it was first announced this morning, | sought to 
obtain the floor, and to call attention to its pro- 


The previous 
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visions; but I was arrested by a stern and vocif- 
erous demand for the previous question. I have 
not risen to question Mrs. Brown’s claim for a 
pension. Far from it. No member of this body 
would more promptly solace her declining days 
by some unmistakable evidence of the gratitude 
of her country than | would. [ well remember, 
when but a mere youth, the delight which I de- 
rived from a motion made by General Harrison, 
then a member of the Senate, to confer on her a 
pension. ll gave expression to my feelings in the 
first article which I ever wrote for a newspaper. 
{am therefore not opposed to giving her a liberal 
pension; but I am pposed to this bill as it now 
stands, because, instead of a persion, it bestows 
an enormous fortune upon that lady. I was in 

the House when the amendment was offered, a 
week ago. It attracted but little attention at the 
time, owing to the difficulty of learning precisely 
what its character was. It certainly attracted 
very little of my attention. Observing it the next 
day in the Daily Globe, | made a calculation of 
the amount bestowed by the amendment. I saw 
that the words ** proper pay’’ of a Major Genera! 
was not used, but such monthly pay as her hus 

band was entitled to at his death. lt found that if 
restricted 1n its construction to proper pay, it was 
giving her in hand $19,000, and $1,200 per annum 
—if it received a more liberal construction, such 
as the language of the amendment would justify, 
it was giving her from $38,000 to 456,000, accord- 
ing to the position which General Brown might 
have been occupying at his death, and from $2,500 
to $3,500 per annum for the balance of her life, 
according to the same rule. 

I] made out a statement of my view of this law, 
and forwarded it to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
with the request that he would advise me of the 
construction which he would place on this amend- 
ment if it became a law, and what amount he 
‘would feel required to pay under its terms. 
eral days have elapsed since I addresed that letter 
to Judge Waldo, and although [ requested an mm- 
mediate answer, | have not, up to this hour, heard 
a word from him. I have, within the last half 
hour, sent a page to the Penston Office to husten 
his reply. The messenger has not yet returned. 
Now, sir, it is certain, under this law, if passed, 
we shall vote to Mrs. Brown at least $19,000 in 
hand, and perhaps $56,000. If we are disposed 
to violate the whole object and spirit of the pen- 
sion system, and to substitute enormous fortunes 
for pensions, let us at least do it understandingly. 
That is all | ask. Do not let us vote it in the dark, 
and protect ourselves behind the plea that we were 
entrapped by the phraseology of the law, and did 
not know what we were doing. This House 
shall have no such pretext for its action upon this 

ecasion. The laneuace of the amendment is 

very intelligible to the few who comprehend the 
mode in which the pay of an officer of the Army 
is calculated. It bestows an enormous sum—far 
beyond what'any one would for a moment con- 
template as a proper pension provision—and far 
beyond what the country would tolerate if they 
are made acquainted with it. I repeat, sir, | am 
for a just and liberal pension, but I am against 
the bestowal of fortunes, the lion’s share of which, 
in all probability, is to go to some scheming and 
voracious agent. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. With the permission 
of the gentleman from Indiana, I will make a word 
of reply to the gentleman from Virginia. The 
gentleman said that when this mattter was under 
consideration, a few days ago, it elicited very little 
attention. It attracted great attention. The re- 
port of the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read by the Clerk at the request of members. Re- 
ports have been made for the last thirteen years, 
in favor of giving this poor widow of seventy-nine 
years of age a pension, The report was read, and 
the committee, in voting, fully understood the 
case: 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the gentleman 
from Ohio, if the bill will not, by one construction 
of it, place $50,000 in the hands of this lady? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I understand this: that favor- 
able reports have been made in this case from 
1838 to this time, recommending that she might 


Sev- 


| receive half the pay proper for her deceased hus- 


| the American service. 


i 
| 
i 


band, one of the most ga!lant men ever known in 
It has been withheld from 
that time to this, about $100 4 month, which I am 
willing she should now receive. 
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Mr. HENDRICKS. The amount to which Mrs. 
Brown would be entitled, depends upon the law 
under which she would receive it. Underthe law 
of 1802 she would receive half of the pay re- 
ceived by her deceased husband at the time of his 
death, which would amount to $100 per month, as 
the whole pay of the deceased would be $200. 
Why this distinction and this uncertainty in le- 
gistating for this lady. She is to be given, in hand, 
$20,000, at the lowest rate, and $1,200 a year as 
long as she lives. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Taytor} just stated that Mrs. Brown was seventy- 
nine years of age. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I undérstood she was seventy- 
nine, but a friend near me says sixty-nine. I 
hope she may live twenty years more. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The gentleman from Ohio 
is mistaken in her age. The committee, at the 
time the bill was reported, understood, from the 
evidence before them, that she was seventy-nine 
years of age. That is my understanding now, 
1 do not care whether sheis sixty-nine or seventy- 
nine. If the object is to give her $20,000, I say 
it is not intended forher,but others. The $1,200 
a year will be for hery,and it will be as large, if 
not the largest, pension ever given—s100 per 
month. The gratuity of $20,000 is for others, 

The object of the pension laws in this country 
is not, as in. England, to create large estates in 
favor of particular families; but it 1s to provide 
reasonably and properly for those who have served 
the country. Our general laws express the opin- 
ion of Congress from time to time as to the proper 
provision to be made, We are giving to the sol- 
diers who served with General Brown, and fought 
as well as he, eight dollars per month, and to the 
widows of soldiers who have died six dollarsa 
month for five years. There is no influence 
brought into this House, or the other end of the 
Capitol, to get anything more in these cases; but 
Mrs. Brown and her family must be more mag- 
nificently provided for than any family that has 
ever yet been provided for by the Government. | 
do not call into question the bravery, gallantry, 
and distinguished services of General Brown. I 
admit all that is claimed for them. The report I 
made to this House admits them to the full extent, 
and no gentleman will go further than I will in an 
appreciation of these services; but | am in favor 
of general legis'ation; and if we have general laws 
for the relief of the soldiers of the country and 
their widows, we should not go beyond them, and 
make special laws. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana permit me a moment, to make an obser- 
vation? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to make an expla- 
nation on behalf of my colleague. This case has 
been long pending in this body; and the report to 
which my colleague has alluded has been often 
before this body. I am of opinion that fifteen years 
since, a very distinguished member of this House 
from Massachusetts—Mr. John Reid—made the 
very disclosures in relation to this case that have 
been made now by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Henprices,j and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Fautener.] He then instanced how 
we act without proper information, and showed 
how we have totally dissipated the $5,000,000— 
the naval pension fund. [Laughter.] As often 
as this case has been pending it has been rejected. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The widow of General 
Browt would have hada pension long ago, had she 
been satisfied with that provided for by that law 
which governs in all such cases, when applica- 
tion was made to the pension office, But that was 
not sufficient. A fortune was asked to be given 
to her. That is the reason why reports have been 
made from year to year, and yet no pension given. 
That is the reason why I oppose this proposition 

now. I feel it to be my duty to oppose it; and f 
should be glad if I felt it my duty to go in favor of 
the bill. 1 was in favor of a bill to give a pension 
to Mrs. Brown. I am now in favor of a bil! which 
will give such a pension to her as the widows of 
other major generals reeeive who die in the service 
of their country; but lam not willing to go beyond 
that. I am not willing to give to other persons 
besides the widow $20,000, or $56,000, as the 
case may be; and | think the construction will be 
in favor of the $56,000. Iam willing to havea 
|| decent support provided for the widow of Genera 
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Brown. That is the policy of the pension laws | my wife and children? I have not fifty dollars in 


of this country. 

I am not willing to go any further. 
been a singular course pursued here this morning 
in reference to this bill. The gentleman who 
called the previous question on the bill knew very 
well that I felt an interest in it. I had myself re- 
ported # bill to the House for her relief. 1 had 
opposed a bill of the Senate on the same subject; 
and when the facts were fairly and fully explained 
to the House, two months ago, the House decided 
against the bill of the Senate, and ordered it to be 
laid on the table, where it lies still. This morning, 
when I wished fully to explain the nature of the 
bill, the extent of it, the amount of money to be 
given under it to this aged female, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Knox] refused to allow me the 
opportunity of doing so, although I had charge of 
the bill, and am, to some extent, responsible for 
the legislation of this House in regardto it. Why 
was this? Because the gentleman must have felt 
convinced that the same statement of facts which 
had laid the bill on the table before, would have 
killed his amendment. It was in vain that I told 
him I wanted to address the House, and that it was 
proper | should be heard. The gentleman refused 
to allow me to be heard. 

{ am against the bill now. I hope it may be 
defeated. We cannot go back and strike out the 
amendment. Weare past that point. I hope to 
see a proper bill passed for the relief of Mrs. 
Brown; but I hope this bill, as amended, will be 
lost. 

Mr. McMULLIN. _ I am opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from 
Kwox,} | voted for the bill before; and now I say 
to the gentleman from Illinois, that if he is willing 
to take such a pension for Mrs. Brown as she 
would be entitled to under the general pension 


laws, I am ready and willing, and anxious to vote | 


to give ittoher. Butif the gentleman insists on 


having more than that, I will vote in favor of lay- | 


ing the bill on the table, and will submit to the 
House a motion to lay it on the table, unless the 


gentleman from Illinois, will express his determi- | 


nation to ask only the same sort of justice for 
Mrs. Brown as the general law provides for the 
widows of other major generals. 


There has | 


|, ceived onl 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I amwilling that Mrs. | 
Brown shall receive a pension,under a general law. | 


Jam willing to remove her from under the technical 


rules required to be conformed to, at the pension | 


office, and allow the loose proof which she has pre- 
sented to govern the case. 
she should receivea pension under the law of 1802, 


which will give her $1,200 for five years; or under | 


the laws of 1836 and 1852, which would give her 
thirty dollars a month for ten years. I am will- 
ing that she should have relief under either of 
those laws, but I am opposed to giving a gratuity 
of $20,000 to any person. 
why I am opposed to the bill as amended. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon (interrupting,) | desire 
to say afew words upon this case, if the gentle- 
man from Indiana will allow me. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. 

Mr, LANE. 


lam willing that she | 


That is the reason | 


I could not be induced to say a | 


Hinois, (Mr. | 


word upon this matter, if I did not feel ita duty | 


which | owe to the House and the country. I 
think no gentleman in the House will say that I 
am not a friend to the soldier, and that I do not 
love and appreciate the character of the brave. 
To no man in this House will I yield my respect 
for the memoryyof General Brown, and in this 
case I desire to see justice done to his family and 
widow, and [ want to see her stand upon the 


same footing precisely with the widows of other | 
officers, and gallant men who have fallen in the 


defense of their country. . 
{ know an instance of a widow of an officer who 
fell under my own eyes. 


man as General Brown, or as any man God ever | 


made. After having received half a dozen shots, 
he was ordered to the rear. He replied, * It is 
not worth while; I have but five minutes to live, 
and perhaps not that, and I will front the enem 

while I have life.” He fell from his horse wit 

those words upon his lips. [ mention this as 
simply one case, but I know of many others. 
That man died without leaving any property. 
The night before he fell he seemed to have some 


he talked about his wife and children. 


| 
j 
| 
j 


preseniiment that he would fall the next day, and || 


He was as gallant a , 


| 


i 
} 
} 
} 
| 


“fT 


the world.”’ 


Now, you have granted to that widow, and the | 


orphan children, not one of whom areable to help 
themselves, half pay proper for five years; and 
that pay you have extended for five years longer, 
and that will be the end of it. Now, why is there 
a disposition, on the part of this House, to dis- 
criminate between Mrs. Brown and the widows 
of other officers? Let there be no discrimination. 


[ say, further, that if this bill passes, the mo- | 


ment it receives the signature of the President, 
Mrs. Brown will draw from the Treasury of the 
United States $56,000, and there is no accounting 
officer of the ‘Treasury Department who will re- 
fuse it. 

Now, do you want to make such a gratuity to 
anyboily? on no objection whatever to giving 
Mrs. Brown the $100 per month, to which she 


would be entitled under the law of 1802, or the || 


thirty dollars per month to which she would be 
entitled under the Jaw of 1836. I think myself 
that fifty dollars per month, which some one has | 
proposed, would be a reasonable compensation, 
She ought to have a reasonable compensation. 


Mrs. Brown and others. . 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Henpricxs] 
has well said that there are several pension laws, 
under which this could have been allowed. Under 
the law of 1802 she would have been entitled to 
$100 per month,or, more exactly, to $102 per month 
as half pay, for the full pay proper was $204. 
Under the law of 1836, she would have been enti- 
tied to thirty dollars per month. 
General Brown died of the wounds received in 


the service of his country, under the circum- || 


stances, it would be fair, perhaps, to grant his | 
widow a pension for ten years. 

I ask the attention of the House to the reading 
of the amendment. I say itis fair to place Mrs. | 
Brown upon the same footing precisely that other | 
widows are placed upon. It is not fair that a dis- 
crimination should be made between this and | 
other similar cases because she happened to be 
the fortunate wife of a brave general. 1 have known | 
many brave soldiers fall, and their widows re- 
four dollars per month. But let her 
have all that his position would entitle her to, | 
and that is enough. 

Why, sir, but a day or two ago, the House re- | 


fused to consider a bill increasing the pay of the | 


poor soldier, who now receives only eight dollars | 


per month, while you now propose to give this | 


widow lady enough to pay a whole regiment of | 
them. You nominally give them eight dollars a | 


month; and, after deducting the charges which are || 


made, they really do not receive more than four 
dollars per month. Sir, they are brave men; they 


men who ever lived. And why this discrimination ? 


Why legislate money into the pockets of any one, || 


when it is not necessary for their support? It is 
for others, and not for Mrs. Brown. It is to 
make a fortune for somebody. I hope this species 


of favoritism will not be countenanced by the || 


House. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. [f do not think it is ne- | 
cessary to say anything more than I have already 
said in reference to this bill. I havealready made 
all the explanation that I desire to make. The 
friends of the bill had explained it this morning 
as fully as they desired, and I do not, therefore, | 
see any further npn for debate. | withdraw 
the motion which I made to reconsider, and move 
to lay the bill upon the table. 


because the bill is not now amendable. I ask the | 


Chair, however, if the bill could be recommitted, | 


so that it could be amended and referred back to 
the House? 

Mr. HUGHES. [I trust the gentleman will not | 
move to lay upon the tablé. I hope he will not | 
commend to others what he himself complained of | 
this morning. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the vote by which the 
bill was o, tered to be engrossed and read a third | 
time were reconsidered, the bill could then be re- | 
committed, and any amendment made that is de- 
sirable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered | 
to bee sed and read a third time prevails, it 
will be subject to amendment, notwithstanding the 


should fall,” said he, * what will be the fate of | fact that the amendment has been adopted by the 


Now, as Major |; ™! ‘ 
7 J || mission, I will say a few words on the subject, 


I make this motion || 
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| Ho am, and the motion to reconsider laid Upon the 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The House has ado 
an amendment which is: objectionable, and 
'which we cannot relieve ourselves, as | und 
| stand it. The amendment has been adopted the 
| vote by which it was adopted reconsidered.’ a 4 
| the motion to reconsider laid upon the table 1 
is therefore no longer in the possession of the 
House. RAKER 
| ‘The SPE pro tempore. An amendment 
| by way of substitute to the bill, would be in order, 


ed 


rom 


and would supersede the amendment. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. There is no difficult 
| the matter, if the vote by which the bill 
| dered to be engrossed be reconsidered. 
Mr. HAVEN. [| should like to speak five 
| minutes on this matter, although I am wholly un. 
| interested in it. : 
Mr. HUGHES. I have written a Substitute 
| which I hope may be received. I think that it 
| will meet with the approbation of the gentleman 
| from Indiana. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. [ yield the floor, that the 


y about 


Was or. 


| substitute may be read for the information of the 
but this House ought not to discriminate between || 


House. 
The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interi-. 
be directed to place the nam@of Mrs. Pamela Brown 

| widow of the late Major General Jacob Brown, on the 

| list of pensioners, and to pay her @ pension, at the rate of 

| fifty dollars per month; said pension to commence the first 

| day of January, 1838, and to continue during her naturaj 
life. 


Mr. HUGHES. With the gentleman’s per. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I have made the motion 
to lay the bill upon the table, and I shall not with- 
| draw it, if the friends of the bill insist on going 

back to give any amount, against the whole policy 
of the law. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. Then I hope 
that the friends of the bill will stand together and 
oppose the gentleman’s motion. 

(Cries of ** Order!’’} 

r. STUART. There are enough of us here 
to pass the bill. 

{Renewed cries of ‘‘ Order !’’} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of 
order. 

Mr. CUMMING. It is a disgrace to the coun- 
try to give a major general’s widow a pension of 
only fifty dollars per month. 

Cries of ** Order!” 

r. HENDRICKS. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion that the bill be laid upon the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. READY. Is it in order to move to re- 


e : df 
bare their breasts to the foe as gallantly as any | Commit the bill? 


The SPEAKER. It is not, pending the motion 
to lay upon the table. 

Mr. HUGHES. If the motion to lay upon the 
table ve voted down, I presume that the friends of 
the ball can then be heard? 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to lay upon 
the table be voted down, the bill will then be open 
| for discussion. : 

The question was taken on Mr. Henpricks’s 
| motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
| 65, nays 93; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Ashe, 
Barksdale, Barry, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Chastain, Chris 
man, Clingman, Colquitt, Craige, Cutlom, Curtis, John 6. 
| Davis, Dent, Dowdell, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edmund- 
| son, Ellison, Faulkner, Fuller, Giddings, Grow, Hendricks, 
Hibbard, Houston, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, 
| Lindsley, MeMullin, MeNair, McQueen, May, Millson, 
| Morrison, Packer, Johu Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
| Pratt, Ruffin, Shannen, Shaw, Shower, Skelton, William 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Andrew Stuart, Trout, Vansant, 
Walsh, Witte, and Hendrick B. Wright—65. 
NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, David J. Bailey, Bel@her, 
Bennett, Benson, Bridges, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, 
Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cumming, Thomas 
| Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Edgerton, Edmands, 
| Thomas D. Eliot, English, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, 
Florence, Goodrich, Green, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Har- 





lan, Harrison, Haven, Henna, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Ilunt, 
Daniel ‘T. Jones, Knox, McCulloch, Mace, Macy, Matte- 
son, Maurice, Middleswarth, Jolin G. Miller, Morgan, om 
ray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Andrew Oliver, ie 
Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, ra My 
Puryear, Ready, David Richie, Rowe, Russell, 3a a 
Sapp, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, eg =O} 
P. Stanton, Richard H. whee een L. Stevens 


Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. glory Nathaniel G P 
ler, Thurston, Tweed, Vail, Wade, Walley, mine B 
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vashburne, Israel Waehburn, Weils, Tappan Wentworth, 
u a er, and Zolticofier—93. 


the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


So 
we, HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, if the House 
» hear with me for a short time, 1 shail be 
aveful, and 4 will wry and condense all I desire 
ape within the space of five minutes. From 


itle experience I have had in this House, I 


will bear 


the il ; : 
am convioced, | am certain, there is no more fatal 
way of attacking a bill or any measure, than to 


ke the foor and speak against it, by argument 
inginuation, When it has arrived at a point 
a vere it is not further amendable under our rules, 
oj is beyond the exercise of the discretion of 
the House as to its details. Such has been the 
course of the gentlemen who have addressed the 


House since the previous question was voted | 


down. They have damaged this bill, sir; Lam 


afraid they have utterly defeated it. And that this | 


widowed lady is again to be sent adrift under the 
frowns of the House of Representatives. 


| 


Now, Mr. Speaker, [ have no connection with | 


any parties who are interested in this bill. I do 
not know the face of one of them—they are stran- 
gers to me; but there is a name mentioned in this 


bill that will not allow me to sit still, although in | 


no way connected with the matter, and hear the 
claims of Mrs. Brown disparaged or weakened 
in this House. 

Sir, [ speak on this subject because I live at a 
place from which, when { walk into the street 


from my front door, I can look over into Canada, | 


upon those fields where Major General Brown— 
whose widow speaks to us in this bill—during the 
war of 1812, after the reverses of our arms, and 
when gloom overspread the whole nation, moved 
with his gallant men as a pillar of fire. Yes, sir, 


and when he moved, success, order, confidence, | 
victory, followed in his train; and he retrieved our | 
tarnished honor; established the success of our 


arms; and the whole nation felt proud, and was 


exalied by what he did. And I should be ashamed | 
beyond recovery, Mr. Speaker, to go home to my | 
constituents, and have it known there that [| had, | 


under any circumstances, voted against doing full | 


justice—with no stinted hand—to the widow of 
that honorable, brave,-and gallant man. 

Sir, he was not educated to arms. ¢@ie was a 
farmer—a brave, noble, cheerful, and hearty man, 
of solid sense. He won the confidence of the 
country. 


widow’s voice. 

I desire to be understood. 
this bill simply because General Brown was a 
brave and gallant man, as I have described him. 
No, sir. There were other men who marched 
with him, shoulder to shoulder, in those dark 
days, and during those fearful struggles. 


There was Scott, and Ripley, and Miller, and || 


McNeal, and Porter, and there too was that gal- 
lant man whose death was announced in the 
papers but yesterday, General Towson. These 
men and others, sir, marched with Jacob Brown 
along our Canadian frontier, and in the enemy’s 
country, at Fort Erie, at Chippewa, at Lundy’s 
Lane, and at Bridgewater; they retrieved the dis- 
asters that had fallen upon our army, they bur- 
nished up oar tarnished honor, and made the 
country hopeful, cheerful, confident, and proud. 

ir, did you not read anew in the papers of yester- 
day, how the dispatches from Fort Erie told the 
country that Towson’s batteries on that. occasion 
were a continued sheet and flame of fire? 

But, sir, 1. do not desire that this bill shall pass 
Upon any considerations of this kind. 
mention thes 
have this House, at this point, stop and look at 
the facts before they ‘* whistle down the wind ”’ 
this aged widow, who, we are told, is bending 
under the weight of seventy-nine years, upon a 
Suggestion made here, that proof could not be 
made at the Pension Office that her husband’s 
death was the result of wounds, exposure, and 


sindships in the field, whilst in the country’s ser- 


> 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Will the gentleman allow 
me one minute? 

ne HAVEN. I beg to be excused. Weare 
told by my friend from Virginia, (Mr. Favtxner,] 
and I beg him to understand, and also the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Henpricks,] that I ap- 
Prove their desire to watch the Treasury, and to 


I do not vote for | 


He served it cheerfully, at the peril ofp), 
his life, and { will not forget him when I hear his | 


I only | 
e things as a reason why | would || 














keep an eye upon all these expenses. We are 
told by them, that, under this bill,it is uncertain 
how much Mrs. Brown will get. Why, sir, is it 
possible that this House has no knowledge of the 
English language? Cannot it understand a plain 
narration? Whatis the difficulty? Let me read 
the language of the bill: 

** That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place the name of Pamela Brown, widow of 
the late Major General Jacob Brown’??—— 

Sir, | have no desireto slur or hurry over either 
of those names; I dwell upon them with peculiar 
pleasure, and the country recognize them as be- 
longing to her. 

—‘* upon the list of the pensioners, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of one half of the pay per month which her husband 
was eulitied to at the time of his death.” 

What does that mean? One half pay per month. 
What was the monthly pay of Major General 
Brown? Thatis the only question. It is now 
how much were his perquisites? how much were 
his emoluments? or how much were his commu- 
tation rations and traveling expenses, about which 
things we have heard so much in discussing the 
army appropriation bill within the few days here; 
but it is how much his pay was per month? The 
law settles that question: —The Army Register set- 
tles it. Itis there stated, and any gentleman who 
knows anything about the law, knows what his 
pay—his pay proper—per month was. I submit, 
then, to this House, that there is nothing in the 
suggestion that this bill is equivocal in its lan- 
guage. Itis clearand distinct, and the only ques- 
uuon properly open for discussion is, whether the 
half pay per mouth is too much or not? and 
whether it goes back too far, starts from too re- 
mote a period or not? 
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Mr. Speaker, I desire to stop here, and say, that | 


in my judment, our pension laws are grossly 
wrong. I believe that in too many cases, to too 
great an exent, they allow agents, and persons of 
no particular merit, to speculate, so to speak, upon 
the blood, gallantry, and noble deeds of men who 
have performed valuable services for the country. 
They ought to be guarded and graduated more 
carefully. But lam notdisposed to set them aside 
upon this particular occasion. I, for one, will not 
commence reform here, when this case comes be- 
fore us; and when those who represent General 
| Brown’s flesh and blood, appeal to Congress and 
ask us to remember his gallant services when the 


years of his bereaved and venerable widow. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. HAVEN. Not at present, as I am almost 
through with my remarks. Gentlemen say that 
there are over $56,000 to be given to Mrs. om 
by this bill. 
| it is more than she can well spend for the purpose 

of insuring her comfort and happiness during the 
| few years she is to stay with us. | confess that 
| it is more than I would pay to this lady, or those 
interesting persons, his and her heirs, who will 
represent her after her death. 

But this bill makes no such princely provisions. 
It provides for the payment to her of one half of the 
regular monthly pay which Major General Brown 
| received, and that, too, not to commence until 
| ten years after his death, which was in 1823. Sir, 
will that exceed what the General himself would 
have accumulated for them, if his years had not 
been prematurely shortened by wounds and ex- 

osure in the country’s service? Sir, I think it 
| 18 more than the widow requires, as the bill is. It 
| may be that it goes back too far; and | desire 
those gentlemen here whoare friendly to this bil!— 
who favor this pension—and who wish to see 
| exact justice done—when | have finished the re- 
' marks which | am about making—to settle the 


country was in danger; and smooth the declining | 


Will the gentleman yield | 


‘They say it is too much, and that | 


| precise point which they wish to fix for the com- | 


| mencement of this pension. 
it at a later date than 1838, let them do so. 
fer they should 
Loud cries of ** No!’’ * No!’’] 

ow, Mr. Speaker, one thing more, and then I 
will leave the matter with the House. It has 
already taken up too much time—time is getting 
precious now, sir. But it would not have been 
necessary to have taken up the time which has 
been consumed on it, were it not for the fact that 
| these gentlemen made a stand on what they were 
| pleased to call the equivocal language contained in 





If they desire to put | 
I pre- | 


| the bill; that they seized upon, as the very Ther- | 


1839 
mopy!a of the case, and by which they could, if 
they had got a vote upon this bill, have finished 
it, and defeated it forever. Now, there is my 
honorable friend from Indiana, [Mr. Henpaics,]} 
to whom I wish to say a word. I thank him for 
the manner in which he has acted in relation to 
all this class of business, and | am far from un- 
dertaking to disparage him for what he has done 
in reference to this bill. He tells us that this 
woman—this widow—comes here as a matter of 
grace—as a matter of favor; and that she could not 
produce proof to satisfy the Pension Department; 
and that he seems to think a reason for disparag- 
ing this claim and defeating this bill. 

Let me draw the attention of that gentleman to 
his own conclusions, to his own sense of justice, 
on this subject. What does he tell us here? He 
tells us that he felt constrained, on the proof before 
the committee of which he is chairman, to report 
a bill in this lady’s favor; and, sir, he has reported 
that proof to the House. It is satisfactory to all 





of us, and has been satisfactory to him. What 
has weakened itin his judgmentto-day? Was he 


willing to compromise with his conscience and his 
judgment on this question of proof, when he re- 
ported his bill in favor of this woman? Or did 
he, by his small bill, intend to stop half way be- 
tween the bill now under consideration and noth- 
ing at all, because, in his opinion, the proofs he 
has reported only half established the fact in dis- 
pute? Sir, | give him credit for better logic than 
that. His conclusion is a non sequitur, and | com- 
mend my friend from Indiana to the task of over- 
looking, reéxamining, over-hauling his argument, 
and seeing if his better judgment will not prevail; 
seeing if he did not report his bill because the 
proof was sufficient, abundant, and if he does not 
oppose this bill only because of its amount. 

Now, one thing more, Mr. Speaker. I dislike 
this kind of legislation. As a new thing, if it 
were the commencement of legislation for pen- 
sions, | should be strongly inclined to vote against 
this bill myself, notwithstanding that Mrs. Brown, 
with ber seventy-nine years upon her head, stood 
before us asking forthis boon. But itisa regular 
part and parcel of oursystem of legislation. And 
I will ask the House, if I can induce them to go 
with me, at some proper time to correct it. But 
| ask them now, in God’s name, not to commence 
their reform on the trembling head of~that poor 
old lady, the relict of that man who, as I said be- 
fore, retrieved our disasters, and brought sunshine 
to the country, after the reverses which had be- 
fallen us on our northern frontiers in the war of 
1812. 

Now, sir, this very report, on which our ac- 
tion is founded, tells us that the widow of Captain 
Schmuck had received a pension on the same 
principle; that Elizabeth Armistead, if | remem- 
ber aright, received a pension on the same prin- 
ciple at the last session of Congress. The next 
instance is, and | speak it with pride, becadse he, 
too, whose widow was provided for here, was a 
gallant man. He, too, saw sharp service with 
Brown in the war of 1812 0n our northern fron- 
tier. The next instance is that of the widow of 
Brevet Major General Worth. The bill granted 
to her half pay, (that is the language of the billas 
appears in this report) during her natural life. 

A Memser. Wasit per month or per year? 

Mr. HAVEN. Half pay, no matter whether 
it is per month or per year. According to my 
arithmetic, the aggregate of all the time would be 
the same. That bill was passed on the 7th of 
January, 1853, as appears from the report. 

Mr. LETCHER. It only went back for two 
or three years. 

Mr. HAVEN. Now, let me say this in refer- 
ence to the remark of my friend from Virginia 
{Mr. Lercner.}] He says that the pension which 
was granted to Mrs. Worth only went back two 
or three years. Why, sir, that gallant man, Gen- 
erai Worth, had only died two or three years be- 
fore the passage of that act, so that it reached back 
to the time of his lamented death; whereas this 
bill proposes to start ten years from the time of 
the death of Major General Brown. He died in 
1828, and this bill proposes to give the half pay to 
the widow from 1838. 

Now, I. want to ask the friends of this bill— 
those who have the charge of this matter—if their 
judgment tells them toask that this pension should 

egin at a later date; for if it is so, this is the time 
I want to know it. 
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Cries of “No!” “No!’’} 

Sir, 1 am an utter stranger to this bill. I know 
nothing of this case, only what has been disclosed 
in debate here to-day. 1 have spoken for this bill 
in some shape, because the memory of the deeds 
of Jacob Brown is very dear to me and to my 
constituents. The next precedent I find is that of 
Mary W. Thompson, Elizabeth W. Lomax, and 
Mrs. A. M. Dade, whose pensions, according to 
this report, commenced at the date of their widow- 
hood—not ten years after—and continued during 
their lives. These bills were passed during the 
last Congress, and | remember that some of these 
widows came from the State of Virginia, and my 
friend from that State, [Mr. caees as hope 
he will excuse me—on that occasion did not find 
any unsurmountable scruples in reference to them, 
because the language was equivocal, or because he 
did not know whether it was for half pay or for 
whole pay. And why does he find objection now? 
Has he grown wiser with yesrs? 

But I have said more than I intended upon this 
case. We have blocked up the business of the 
House with this matter longer than we ought to 
have done. LI am sorry the precedent has been 
ret, but I will never recede from it, on the case of 
Mrs. Brown. Other truly needy persons are 
awaiting our action upon this Calendar, and as 
we have too long blocked up other business 
against the bill, and as three gentlemen have spoken 
conrecutively against the bill, and only one in its 
favor, L call for the previous question upon the 
passage of the bill. 

[Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !’’] 

‘Mr. ORR. I rise to a privileged motion, but I 
wish the gentleman from New York first to with- 
draw his demand for the previous question. 

{Cries of ** No!” ** No!” 

Mr.ORR. Very well, then, if the gentleman 
does not choose to do so,l will not make the mo- 
tion | intended, and if the friends of the bill think 
they can pass it, let them try, and they will, I 
think, find themselves mistaken. 

Mr. HAVEN. I feel bound to regard the 
wishes of the friends of this bill, rather than those 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, and there- 
fore | cannot withdraw. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for tellers upon the 
demand for the previous question. 

Tellers Were ordered; and Messrs. WueEeLer 
and CHAMBERLAIN Were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 73, noes 73. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. ORR. When I rose before, I did it with 
a view of making a motion which would enable 
the friends of this bill to relieve themselves from 
the difficulty in which they have been placed, and 
enable them to pass the bill ina manner which I 
understood to be acceptable to them. But I con- 
fess Iwas surprised when the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] refused to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, especially when 
it was understood by several of us who could not 
support the bill in its present shape, that if the 
bill was not laid on the table, an amendment 
would be offered that would be acceptable to the 
friends of the bill. We understood that the 
friends of the bill would accept an amendment, 
and it was for that reason that many of us voted 
against laying the bill upon the table who would 
have voted for the motion rather than pass the 
bill in its present shape. 

Mr. HUGHES. hope the House will not 


adopt the amendment recommended by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Those 
who observed the en of the House will 


have noticed that [ triedto get the floor. I my- 
self believed that the original bill, if properly un- 
derstood, appropriated none too large an amount 
in this case. But, rather than hazard it, I sent up 
an amendment which I had prepared, and which, 
if | could have obtained the floor, [ should have 
advocated. But I could not get the floor. And 
now, sir, | give notice that, whenever I can get it 
before the House, I shall present itas a substitute, 


and urge that that meager sum, at least, be awarded | 


to this aged widow. 
Mr. HAVEN. 


trouble the House again in reference to this mat- 


ter. The gentleman from South Carolina spoke | 
of an understanding upon the part of the friends | 
of the bill, Sir, 1 had no understanding with any | 


| same principle should be applied. 


| but | would goa little further. 


If my friend will allowme but | 
a moment, mn order to put myself right, | will not || 
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one. I had had no conversation with any one 


upon the subject until it came up in the House 
to-day. 


derstanding, if with any one, and therefore I de- 
clined to withdraw the demand. 

One word more, and | have done. My friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] shows me the statute 
in reference to Mrs. Worth. It puts her on the 
pension roll at the rate‘of fifty dollars per month. 
Now, to show why | made the assertion that I 
did, | desire to read from the committee’s report. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon. I wish to remark that 
Worth was Colonel, and Brown was Major Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. HAVEN. I only want to put myself 
right. On page second of the Senate report I find 
the following: 

“Act of January 7, 1853, for the relief of Margaret 


Worth, widow of Brevet Major General Worth, granting 
to her half pay during her natural life.’? 


I was misled by this, and if the House under- 
stand the explanaion, | shall now resume my 
seat. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand the 
gentleman from Oregon to state that at the time 


Worth was Colonel. 
Mr. LANE. He was. 


Mr. JONES. ‘That is true, but he was Major 


| General by brevet; and at the time of his death he 


had the command of Major General by brevet. He 
died in ‘Texas while in that command, and receiv- 
ing pay as such. 

Mr. LANE. 
pay as Colonel. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few 
words in reply to the gentleman fiom New York, 
[Mr. Haven.] He himself conceded that the 
amount of the bill was too large, yet he concluded 
his speech by moving the previous question, which 
precluded any reduction of the amount contained 
in the bill. 

The gentleman made an eloquent speech. He 
euloguized the character and services of Major 
General Brown. I have nothing to say in dero- 
gation of them. Nobody can appreciate his ability 
and gallantry more than | do; but f feel that it is 


I think that he was receiving 


my duty, as a Representative in this body, not to || . 
y ys “el ys le A warrior; 


yield to these appeals to the sympathies and feeling 
of honorable gentlemen. 1 remember that at the 
last session of Congress the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Worth, now quoted as a precedent for giving 


| this large pension to Mrs. Brown, was carried 
| through Congress by the same appeal. 
| ious were members to pass it, 80 strong was the 
| feeling in favor of Mrs. Worth, that the previous 


So anx- 


question was demanded, and | was cut off from 
speaking to the bill, and the only opportunity that 


| had ef being heard was on a motion to reconsider. 


When I then made the objection that the bill 
would be quoted as a precedent, that we were ex- 


| tending our pension system too far, what was the 
| reply ? 


I was told that there would never again 
be such a case; that we ha@ no other such officer 
as General Worth; and that if, perchance, we 
should hereafter have a case of the same sort, the 
I do not know 
whether that case goes to the extent that this one 
does; but | am willing to give Mrs. Brown a pen- 
sion according to the usual form. 1 do not know 
And to enable the 
House to go back, to put the bill in an acceptable 
shape, and to preserve consistency in our legisla: 
tion, I shall move to reconsider the vote by which 


| the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time. If the reconsideration be agreed to, 


| it will then be in order to move a substitute. | 
| am of opinion that it will not be in order to strike 
out that which the House has already inserted: | 
| hence, the only way the amendment could be | 
| made, would be by way of substitute, when the | 
| reconsideration was effected. I would suggest that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hugues] | 


offer his substitute, and then allow the chairman 
of. the Committee on Invalid Pensions to move his 
amendment, so that the sense of the House may 


be fairly tested. By doing that the bill may be. 


passed,and the House relieved from its embar- 
rassment. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
to reconsider was agreed to. 


But, sir, when I was appealed to to with- | 
| draw the demand for the previous question, there || 
| was a general cry of dissent among the friends of 
| the bill, with whom there must have been an un- 





___ uly 21, 


The question recurred upon ordering the iy. 
be engrossed and read a third time. ng the bill tg 
Mr. HUGHES. I now propose to strike , 
the enacting clause, and insert as a substitute a 
the bill what has already been read at the Cleat 


desk, 


I have been seeking the floor to say somethi 
upon this bill, but gentlemen upon my lefts 
let us vote. I do not wish to oceupy the time of 


/the House any further than by reading the lag 


clause of the report of the committee of w 
honorable gegtleman from Indiana (Mr. Hp, 
pricks] is chairman. He says, in this re - 
made to the House: yi 


‘When General Brown entered the Anny, his pro 
and business rendered him independent. “He seryeq the 
country well. But, abandoning his business, his penn 
ary affairs became involved, and after many years o sul 
fering he died, ‘ covered with glory,’ but leaving an em. 
barrtssed estate. The widow of General Brown jg how 
seventy-nine years old,and is dependent upon her triends 
i: that support which the Government ought to secure tg 

Upon that report the committee introduced a bil 
here to pay Mrs. General Brown thirty dollars 
month, from the Ist day of January, 1854; to ley 
ten years, should she exist so long! This wasthe 
magnanimity of my friend from Indiana; and | 
wonder not that he advocated so warmly a jl 
that proposed to give such a gross amount to My. 
Brown. 

It would be useless for me to advocate this 
cause before the House. It would be useless fo, 
me to point you to the many brave, gallant, and 
honorable acts of General Brown. They are en. 
graven upon the grateful hearts of his country. 
men; and the cold monumental marble that bas 
been raised by order of this Government to mark 
his grave, points you to the fact, that he lost hig 
life in the heroic defense of his country. Gentle 
men have but to wander with me one of these 
pleasant mornings, and read for themselves the 
following, on the east face of the monument 
erected by Congress to his memory, and written 
by President Adams. That inscription is as fo 


lows: 
SACRED ~- 
To the memory of 
Major General Jacos Brown, 
By birth, by education, by principle, 
vb Devoted to Pesan Sar 
In defense of his country, 


To her he dedicated his life. 
Wounds received in her cause abridged his days. 


The amendment which I have offered in the na- 


| ture of a substitute for the bill is precisely of the 


same nature as the bills which have passed Con- 
gress granting a pension to the widows of Generals 
Worth, Belknap, Armistead, and Lomax. The 
cases are exactly similar, with the exception that 
the high rank held by Major General Brown differs 
from that of those other honorable gentlemen to 
whom I have referred. Mrs. Brown exists to dey 
a spared monument—the last relic of an officer 


| who held that high position—a position which is 


now held by Major General Scott. And while 
we have spent some time during the present se 
sion of Congress on the bill to give a new title 
General Scott, let us not, for Heaven’s sake, by 


all we hold dear, by all we cherish as patriots wt 


lovers of our country, by those memories in 


_which are embalmed the names of those who pe 
ished in that country’s defense—let us not, | say, 
| hesitate to do this last act of simple justice to Mm 
| Brown. 


I will not call the previous question, as wa* said 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 


| Orr.] 


Mr. LANE. Itis now'proposed to put the bill 


_in a proper shape; and I desire to say that in that 
shape I hopeit will pass. 


1 do not rise to say ont 
word in opposition to what has been said by ‘he 
gentlemen from New York, [Messrs. Hvceues 
and Haven.] 
I have no desire to contravene what has beet 
said by my friend from New York over the wey; 
Mr.1aven,) or by the gentleman from Ne# 
ork who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Hvcnes.] 
Both of them have paid high tributes to the gal 
lantry, worth, and patriotism of General Brow". 
And if I could command words I would join them 
in their eulogies, and I might say more that 
either. But enough has been said in that respect. 
You have an amendment before you, which,' 


€ 
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